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for instance via Yosida transformation. For a study of the dissipative behavior, the reader is referred to Gurtin
et al. [77] and Babadjian [18].
On the basis of the fundamental works of Halphen and Nguyen [79], Germain [74], and Nguyen [157], the
local problem in generalized standard materials (GSM) is completely described by state and internal variables.
Generalized forces are then defined from the free energy function expression in terms of the above variables.
Additionally, the dissipation inequality holds and by the Lagrange multiplier’s technique gives the evolutionary
equations.
In this introductory part, it is first recalled the following important preliminaries from elasticity theory: The
existence of solutions of the incremental boundary value problems is based on (i) the so-called initial stress
problem, which consists of a boundary value problem with initial stress by prescribing additional incremental
displacements on a part of the boundary and additional tractions on the remainder boundary, and of the related
existence of a strain energy function dw = σ : dε and (ii) the existence theory of linearized elasticity. It is
reminded that, in incremental plasticity, strain-hardening materials are characterized by the existence of such
an energy function [86], and consequently two variational principles can be created for the kinematically
admissible and statically admissible solutions. Concerning the elasticity problem, Ciarlet defined the general
functional setting for the existence theory using Lax–Milgram theorem and Korn’s inequality [45]. The same
author defined the functional setting for the weak form of momentum equation in initial boundary value
problems involving the velocity field, regardless of any constitutive assumption.
Material heterogeneities, possibly combined with strain and/or temperature initial non-uniformities, may
cause heterogeneity-induced inelastic phenomena, such as adiabatic shear banding or necking, as well as
non-uniqueness cases, unlike those observed in strictly homogeneous materials. Consequently, the possible
discontinuities of strain and/or displacement must be captured by the appropriate functional setting for the
solutions of the partial differential equations describing the problem and a generic existence and uniqueness
related theory is of great importance. Based on the seminal work of Hill [86], a rigorous theory for rate-
independent plasticity was presented by Duvaut and Lions [58], where the authors proved the existence and
uniqueness of generalized stress and velocity fields of the initial boundary value problem of elastoplasticity
based on the dissipation inequality written in terms of generalized variables [180]. The dissipativity thus
provides an a priori stability estimate for the solutions. Moreover, the total dissipation is equal to the difference
between total internal power and total internal free power, being always nonnegative. From Johnson [100],
where a mixed finite element method for plasticity with hardening was presented, to Simo and Hughes [180],
where a complete integration algorithm was proposed for the iterative solution of a discretized version of the
momentum equations, computational homogenization in elastoplasticity appears to be an efficient method,
provided that it is based on the correct functional setting, depending on the material response. Of special
interest is the strain-driven procedure [180], where the state variables are computed for a given deformation
path. The stress tensor is viewed as a dependent variable, defined in terms of the elastic part of strain by means
of the gradient of the stored energy function, while the elastic part of energy is computed (i) only at quadrature
points and (ii) for prescribed total strain.
Concerning the interplay between mathematical homogenization and finite element methods (FEM), the
latter need to combine with the former, since the heterogeneities govern the size of elements resulting to very
expensive discretization, and questions as “distance” between functions, approximating a function and its
gradient or limits of oscillating quantities need to be answered. Existence and uniqueness theorems and related
functional setting determine the efficiency of numerical methods. The ideal functional setting for FEM is the
space of L2-strain and stress and H1-displacement [8,70,212]. The same functional setting is suitable in the
one-dimensional thermoviscoplasticity [33], but this is not the case of materials without hardening, where the
space of functions with bounded deformation (B D-displacement, [123,185,186]) is needed to describe the
development of strain discontinuities, increasing the difficulty of numerical solution. Distributional derivatives
and weak convergence are indispensable in order to describe the homogenization problems. However, another
topology is needed for the convergence of products of two weakly convergent functions, as the stress in
elasticity, which is the product of elasticity tensor and strain, or the internal power, which is the product of
stress and strain: the definition of H -convergence and the compensated compactness lemma [148,151,196–
198] form the basis of homogenization in linear and nonlinear elasticity, following the fundamental work
on G-convergence [46,48,49,52,184,201]. Another weak convergence, the two-scale convergence, gives a
more detailed limit for the stress and strain of periodic microstructured material independently of constitutive
assumptions [4,118,156]. Thanks to the two-scale convergence of derivatives of H 1-functions, the existence of
microdiplacement is confirmed. A generalization of the two-scale convergence to the case of multiple separated
scales of periodic oscillations is proposed by Allaire and Briane [7]. Homogenization of initial/boundary
problems needs first that the problem is well posed and then that one solution at least exists together with an
a priori estimate in some functional space. Passing to the limit, as the size of heterogeneities  tends to zero,
is not easy: One can pass to the limit in the linear equations (equilibrium equation, compatibility equations,
initial and boundary conditions (if any)), but one cannot pass to the limit in the nonlinear equations, as the
constitutive equation (in nonlinear problems), the energy equation, the dissipation inequality, and the yield
function.
Except from the mathematical approach to the homogenization problem, there is a vast amount of literature
on the micromechanics techniques based on more engineering approaches. The pioneering works of Eshelby
[63], Hill [89], Hill and Rice [92] and Hashin [82] provided the appropriate background for the exploita-
tion of these methods. The famous mean field theories [147,154,174] based on the Eshelby’s inclusion and
inhomogeneity problems have been an extremely valuable tool toward the estimation of the average linear
composites response when the microstructure consists of a matrix phase and various, at most ellipsoidal,
inhomogeneities (i.e., particles or fibers) in random distribution, aligned or misaligned inside the matrix. The
extensions proposed by several authors, with most famous the Mori–Tanaka technique [146], allow to treat
composites with moderate or even high volume fraction of inhomogeneities, while the self-consistent method
permits the study of composites or polycrystalline materials where there is no distinct matrix phase. Certain
propositions exist in the literature for extending the mean field methods applicability to nonlinear composites
[31,53,55,91,96,111,125,127,128]. These propositions are not always successful, especially when the matrix
phase has nonlinear response, and certain engineering motivated improvements are required [31]. Apart from
the mean field methods, there are also special analytical techniques for studying particulate and unidirectional
fiber composites [41,44,83], but they are generally limited in terms of phases anisotropy and inelastic response.
Of special technological interest is the mathematical modeling of composites materials [43], for instance
optimization problems in elasticity by the homogenization method, such as explicit optimal bounds of effective
properties [10,73], shape or topology optimization [5,9,11], relaxed formulation allowing for microperforated
composites as admissible designs for minimizing the sum of elastic compliance and weight of a structure under
specific loading [6], introducing new numerical algorithm with penalization technique which allows to remove
composite designs in the final shape (topology algorithm, since independent of number of holes). Concerning
the effective parameters in nonlinear problems, their explicit formulas are very rare and they depend on the
boundary conditions and body forces, as well as on the initial strain and temperature. The above asymptotic
homogenization must be accompanied by an error estimate, which can be improved in multiscale FEM by
appropriate change of the basis functions. A macro–microapproach is then based on a coarse mesh for the
nodal values and a fine mesh for computing independently an adapted FE basis for the coarse mesh [8].
Most of the composites used nowadays in structural applications present strong material nonlinearities:
From metal–metal and metal–ceramic composites (showing elastoplastic behavior) to polymeric-reinforced
materials (presenting nonlinear viscous effects), a proper homogenization study cannot neglect the strong
inelastic mechanisms appearing in the microstructural level. In this review, different inelastic models will
be presented, and the corresponding homogenization results will be discussed. Dissipation potential-based
methods, in which the evolution equations can be derived from this potential, are presented. Then incremental
variational principles for time-discretized evolution equations can be used at both micro- and macrolevel. In
the history of existence theory of rate-independent plasticity, the first works consider this problem as the limit
of hardening or viscoplastic problems, when the hardening parameter or viscosity, respectively, tends to zero. It
seems that, in the case of rate-independent plasticity, the macroscopic thermodynamic picture is in contradiction
with the microscopic one [23,103,172]: The microscopic physical cutoffs, with zero and extremely large strain
rates mixed, justify the singular macroscopic dissipative potential at zero strain rates [172]. Based on the fact
that, during quasistatic plastic deformation, the experiments show that the dislocation dynamics is intermittent
in space and time with rest periods interrupted by energetic activities with instantaneous strain rate much larger
than the imposed one, Puglisi and Truskinovsky [172] consider that rate independence is the homogenized
result of rate dependence with respect to both small times and small lengths.
An important difference between homogenization of problems with linear constitutive laws and homog-
enization of problems with nonlinear constitutive laws, is the loss of stability by homogenization appearing
in the nonlinear case [35–37,188,193,197]. In addition, while effective elastic properties are independent of
the boundary conditions, in plasticity the effective thermomechanical properties crucially depend on the type
and the value of prescribed boundary data. Considering nonlinear materials, of special interest are the mem-
ory effects arising in rate-independent problems with time-dependent boundary conditions, or thermoelasticity
problems, or rate-dependent plasticity [70,198,200]. Recently, the homogenization in infinitesimal dislocation-
based gradient viscoplasticity with linear kinematic hardening and non-associative monotone plastic flow has
been studied [155], with a proof starting from a generalized version of Korn’s inequality for non-symmetric
stress tensors (plastic distortion [153]). These homogenization features are not under the scope of the paper.
For an easier reading, it is recalled that:
(i) Elastic, elastic–plastic with hardening, and elastic–viscoplastic materials have H1-displacements and L2-
stress and strain. Elastic–plastic materials with hardening are characterized by a smooth in time evolution.
For a fixed time interval, the Sobolev space fits ideally, without discontinuities, without safe loading
control, and with a complete computational scheme (return mapping algorithm [180]).
(ii) Elastic-perfectly plastic materials exhibit a “pathological” dissipation and a smooth in time evolution, but
they need a save loading control. The displacement belongs to the space of bounded deformation, the
strain is a measure, and the evolution may lead to discontinuities of displacement, strain localization, and
shear banding failure [54,218].
Finally, we should stress the fact that the finite strain plasticity is out of the scope of this work.
The paper is organized as follows: After this introductory section, the second section is devoted to the
most important notations and definitions related to mechanics and mathematics. In Sect. 3, a review on the
existence and uniqueness theorems of plasticity is presented, including the appropriate functional setting for
elastic-perfectly plastic, elastic–viscoplastic, and hardening materials, as well as the kinematical framework
and related dissipation issues. Section 4 deals with classical homogenization of rate-independent materials.
Section 5 presents the role of dissipation inequality in generalized standard materials. In Sect. 6, the most
important incremental variational homogenization results for viscous materials are presented, including two-
potential variational technique for generalized standard materials. In Sect. 7, a parenthesis with a discretized
variational framework is opened, with Hu–Washizu–Simo–Hughes variational problem. In Sect. 8, the exact
mathematical homogenization theory of the elastoplastic model is presented, including recent progress in
heterogeneous perfect plasticity, slip lines, and criteria for shear banding.
2 Notations and preliminary definitions
In this paper, frequent use of the indicial notation and the Einstein summation convention appears.
2.1 General notations
3 is the three-dimensional Euclidean space.
IA =
{
1 x ∈ A ⊆ 3
0 otherwise is the characteristic function.
IA =
{
0 x ∈ A ⊆ 3
+∞ otherwise denotes the indicator function.
M3×3sym is the space of all 3 × 3 symmetric matrices with scalar product (σ , ε) ≡ σi jεi j .
The product of a matrix A and a vector b is denoted by [A ·b]i = Ai j b j .
a ·b = ai bi is the scalar product of two vectors.
D3×3sym is the space of all 3 × 3 symmetric deviatoric matrices.
a  b denotes the symmetric tensor product, [a  b]i j = 12 [ai b j + bi a j ].
AC is the collection of all absolutely continuous on I functions f (having derivative f ′ almost everywhere,
the derivative being Lebesgue integrable and satisfying f (t) = f (a) + ∫ ta f ′(s)ds).
∂
∂x
denotes the distributional differentiation with respect to x.
∇ f (x) or ∇x f denotes the distributional gradient with respect to x.
L p(; m) is the Lebesgue space of all functions f (x) from  to m with finite norm [∫

| f (x)|pdx] 1p .
(., .) denotes the L2 inner product in .
W l,p(; m) is the Sobolev space of all functions f (x) from  to m with finite norm
[∫

∑l
α=0 |∇α
f (x)|pdx
] 1
p
.
H1(; m) = W 1,2(; m) denotes the Sobolev space of all functions f (x) from  to m with finite
norm
[∫

∑1
α=0 |∇α f (x)|2dx
] 1
2
.
B denotes the Borel σ -algebra of a topological space X .
2.2 Measures
(X,S) is a measurable space.
μ : B → [0,∞] is Borel measure on , for which μ(∅) = 0 and
μ
(⋃
n∈N
En
)
=
∑
n∈N
μ(En)
for any countable collection of disjoint sets En .
L : B[0,+∞] denotes Lebesgue measure.
μ : B → [0,+∞) denotes finite measure.
μ, ν : B → [0,+∞), μ⊥ν: ∃ E ∈ B such that μ(E) = 0 and ν(Ec) = 0 mutual singular or μ singular
with respect to ν or ν singular with respect to μ.
|μ| is the total variation.
ν  μ: ν : B → [−∞,+∞] is absolutely continuous with respect to μ : B → [0,+∞]. If μ(E) = 0,
then ν(E) = 0 for any E ∈ B (ν  μ ⇒ |μ|  ν).
M1(; m) is the space of all bounded Radon measures on  with values in m .
ξ is Radon measure: Borel measure that is finite on compact sets.
ξ Radon measure ⇒ φ → ∫ φdξ positive linear functional on the space of φ continuous with compact
support.
M+1 (E) is the space of positive bounded Radon measures on E .
L3 is the Lebesgue measure on 3.
H2 denotes the two-dimensional Hausdorf measure.
μ ∈ M+1 (3), μs ⊥ L3, μa  L3: μs + μa denotes the Radon–Nikodym decomposition.
For a measure ν defined on (X,M) and ν  μ, f = dμ
dν
denotes the Radon–Nikodym derivative.
dν
d|ν| is the Radon–Nikodym derivative with respect to the total variation.
η ∈ M+1 (E), x → μx ∈ M1(F) is η-measurable if x → μx (B) is measurable for every Borel set B ⊆ F .
If x → |μx |(F) is η-summable and f ∈ C00 (E × F), then η⊗gen μx ∈ M1(E × F) denotes the generalized
product, defined by
< η ⊗gen μx , f >:=
∫
E
(∫
F
f (x, y)dμx (y)
)
dη(x).
η ⊗gen μx is the disintegration of every μ ∈ M1(E × F), where η(B) := |μ|(B × F), ∀B ∈ E and
x → μx ∈ M1(F) suitable η-measurable map. Further |μ| = η ⊗gen |μx |.
μ ⇀ts∗ μ0 two-scale weakly star in M1( × Y ) iff, for every ψ ∈ C00 ( × Y ),
lim
→0
∫

ψ
(
x,
x

)
dμ(x) =
∫

∫
Y
ψ(x, y)dμ(x, y),
where {μ} is a family in M1() and μ0 ∈ M1( × Y ) (two-scale measure convergence).
2.3 Mechanics
 is a body domain with boundary ∂ ≡ S. S has unit normal vector n. Moreover, S = Su ∪ St where Su is
the part of the boundary that displacements are imposed, and St is the part of the boundary that tractions are
imposed.
[0, T ] is the total time interval of the variational problems.
0 = t0k < t0k < t1k < · · · tk−1k < tkk = T denote the k subintervals of the incremental variational problems.
b(t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → 3 denotes the body force vector.
t(t, x) : [0, T ] × St → 3 denotes the traction vector.
u(t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → 3 is the displacement vector.
ε(t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → M3×3sym is the strain tensor with elements ε(u) =
1
2
[
∇u + [∇(u)]T
]
= sym∇u.
ε(u)(t, x) = εe(t, x) + εp(t, x) in , u(t, x) = u¯(t, x) on Su denotes the kinematic admissibility (small
strain).
εe(t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → M3×3sym is the elastic strain.
εp(t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → M3×3sym is the plastic strain.
εp = (u¯ − u)  nH2 on Su denotes the relaxed boundary condition in perfect plasticity.
e denotes the deviatoric strain.
ee denotes the deviatoric elastic strain.
σ (t, x) : [0, T ] ×  → M3×3sym is the stress tensor.
 =
{
σ ∈ L2(; M3×3sym ) : divσ ∈ L3(; 3), s ∈ L∞(; D3×3sym )
}
denotes the admissible stress domain.
σ (t, x) ∈ K where K is the plasticity criterion.
K =
{
σ ∈ M3×3sym : f (σ ) ≤ 0
}
is the strength domain in perfect plasticity.
f (σ ) = 0 denotes the yield surface.
s denotes the deviatoric stress.
σY denotes the yield stress in uniaxial tension.
Kˇ =
{
σ ∈ M3×3sym : |s| ≤
√
2
3
σY
}
is the strength domain in von Mises plasticity.
NK (ξ0) denotes the normal cone to K at ξ0 ∈ D3×3sym , i.e., if ξ0 ∈ K , then NK (ξ0) is the set of matrices
ζ ∈ D3×3sym , such that ζ :(ξ − ξ0) ≤ 0 for every ξ ∈ K , otherwise NK (ξ0) := ∅.
[τ − σ (t, x)]: ε˙p ≤ 0,∀τ ∈ K denotes associative flow rule.
ϕ or g denotes dissipation potential of viscous materials.
Jμ denotes approximate dissipation potential.
H(ε˙p), d(Ap, Aξ ) denote dissipation potential of perfectly plastic and hardening plastic materials, respec-
tively.
ε˙p ∈ ∂ϕ(σ , x), where ϕ(., x) is lower semicontinuous convex function, and ∂ϕ(., x) is the subdifferential
elastoviscoplastic constitutive law. In viscoplastic materials, ϕ is differentiable, and thus, it holds ε˙p = ∂ϕ
∂σ
.
B D() denotes the space of functions with bounded deformation, i.e., the space of all functions in
L1(;3) such that ε(u) ∈ M1(; M3×3sym ).
‖u‖B D() =
∫

|u|dx +
∫

|ε(u)| is the norm and |ε(u)| is the total variation of the matrix-valued measure
ε(u).∏
Su () = εp ∈ M1( ∪ Su; D3×3sym ) is the space of admissible plastic strains that are bounded Radon
measures, for which u ∈ B D(), u¯ ∈ H1(3; 3), εe ∈ L2(; M3×3sym ) satisfying ε(u) = εe + εp in  and
εp = (u¯ − u)  nH2 on Su .
< .|. > denotes duality product for the pairing between a function space and its dual, when the dual is a
space of distributions.
< s(t)|ε˙p(t) >=< s(t) : ε˙p(t) > denotes the duality product between deviatoric stress and rate of plastic
strain.
〈ψ〉 = 1

∫

ψ(x)dx denotes the mean value.
X denotes the space of homogenized gradient of the displacement fluctuation with
X := {u1 ∈ M1( × Y ; 3) : ∂u
1
∂ y
∈ M1( × Y ; M3×3sym ), u1(F × Y ) = 0
for every Borel set F ⊆ }.
ε(u) = εa(u) + εs(u) = εa(u) + εJ (u) + εC (u) denotes the decomposition of measure of strain:
• εa(u) = Eu dL3, Eu ∈ L1(; M3×3sym ) denotes the absolutely continuous part with respect to L3.
• εs(u) denotes the singular part.
• εJ (u) = [[u]]  nudH2 denotes the jump part, and [[u]] is the discontinuity across .
• εC (u) denotes the Cantor part vanishing on Borel sets which are σ -finite with respect to the area measure
H2.
2.4 Elastoplasticity Prandtl–Reuss
Find (u, εe, εp) :  × [0, T ] → 3 × M3×3sym × M3×3sym such that:
• ε = εe + εp in  × [0, T ], u = upr on ∂ × [0, T ].
• σ = C :εe, σ ∈ K in  × [0, T ].
• ε˙p ∈ NK (σ ) in × [0, T ] or equivalently σ :ε˙p = maxτ∈K τ :ε˙p =: H(ε˙p), where H : M3×3sym →  is the
support function of K .
• (u(0), εe(0), εp(0)) = (u0, εe0, εp0) in .
In dynamic problems u˙0 = v0.
3 A review of the existence and uniqueness theorems of plasticity
It is instructive to recall the milestones in the mathematical literature on plasticity after the pioneering works
[75,86,87,90,107,171]. The first period commences with the book by Duvaut and Lions [58], who formulated
and presented constructive theories, as Galerkin approximations, regularization and penalization methods, for
the stress-driven problem, developed in the sequel by Johnson [98–101] and the French school [126,186,189].
The importance of those works consists in the fact that they combine the theoretical background created by
Moreau [145] on the convex analysis with its applications in mechanics. In particular, Moreau [145] provides
the proof of existence and uniqueness for the stress problem in elastoplasticity. This period is nicely described
by Suquet [188]. The role of dissipation inequality in the stress evolution problem was completely defined,
revealing, at the same time, the difficulty of describing the duality between stress and strain in perfect plasticity
and the appropriate functional setting for displacement and strain. Independently of this fact, during this period,
the appropriate functional setting for the stress, based on a strength control, permitted the development of finite
element methods for elastic-perfectly plastic and elastic-hardening models [99,100]. However, as pointed out
by Babadjian [18], ”the formulation was too weak for obtaining complete information on the strain tensor”. In
the sequel, the quasistatic model is studied by Suquet [187,188] and the dynamical model by Anzellotti and
Luckhaus [14], as viscoplastic approximations.
3.1 The cases elastic-perfectly plastic and elastic–viscoplastic: the appropriate functional setting for the stress
This subsection presents the fundamental results of Duvaut and Lions concerning the existence theory of
elastoplastic processes, which allow to describe the elastic-perfectly plastic case as the limit case when the
viscosity tends to zero.
3.1.1 Prandtl–Reuss constitutive law
The constitutive law for smooth (in time) stress history is given by
f (σ ) ≤ 0, ε˙i j = C−1i jkl σ˙kl + ε˙pi j , ε˙pi j [τi j − σi j ] ≤ 0, ∀τ with f (τ ) ≤ 0. (1)
Here the yield surface f (σ ) = 0 defines the plastic zone, f being a convex continuous function in σi j , and
Ci jkl is the elasticity tensor. The operator ˙{•} = ∂{•}
∂t
denotes the partial differentiation with respect to time.
The inequality (1)2 satisfied by the incremental plastic strain, is the dissipation inequality expressing
the principle of maximum plastic work introduced by Hill. Immediate consequence of this inequality is the
normality law ε˙pi j σ˙i j = 0.
3.1.2 Elastic–viscoplastic constitutive law
This case appears as a fundamental model allowing for obtaining all particular cases: rigid-viscoplastic (elastic
coefficients = 0), elastic-perfectly plastic (viscosity → 0), rigid-perfectly plastic (both → 0). The constitutive
law reads
ε˙i j = C−1i jkl σ˙kl + ε˙pi j , ε˙pi j ∈ ∂ Jμ(σ ), or Jμ(τ ) − Jμ(σ ) ≤ ε˙pi j [τi j − σi j ] ≤ 0, ∀τ ∈ 6, (2)
where Jμ(σ ) is the potential
Jμ(σ ) = 14μ
[
τi j − [P K˜ τ ]i j
] [
τi j − [P K˜ τ ]i j
]
, (3)
∂ Jμ(σ ) denotes the subdifferential of Jμ(σ ) and P K˜ τ is the orthogonal (euclidean) projection of σ on the
closed convex strength surface K˜ ⊂ 6, defined by
K˜ = {σ |σ = σi j ∈ 6, σi j = σ j i , f (σ ) ≤ 0}. (4)
Recall that, for functions of several variables f : U → , where U convex open set U ⊂ , the vector v is
called subgradient at x0 ∈ U if, for any x0 ∈ U ,
f (x) − f (x0) ≥ v ·[x − x0]. (5)
The set of v at x0 satisfying (5) is called subdifferential and denoted by ∂ f (x0). The subdifferential is a
nonempty convex compact set. For the special case of elastic-perfectly plastic materials obeying Tresca or von
Mises yield criterium, where K˜ is a subset of the space of symmetric 3 × 3 deviatoric tensors including the
origin, the indicator function IK˜ can be defined. It is worth noticing that, if μ → 0, then Jμ → IK˜ and the
constitutive law takes the form (1) of the Prandtl–Reuss law. Finally, it is noted that, according to (2), ∂ Jμ(σ )
is equal to the derivative of Jμ(σ ) for μ > 0.
3.1.3 Functional setting of solutions
Duvaut and Lions [58] studied the (dynamic and static) elastoviscoplastic case of a body  and, under the
assumption of steady-state tractions on the boundaries, they proved the existence (and uniqueness) of solutions
σ, v = u˙ such that
σ , σ˙ ∈ L∞ (0, T ; [L2()]6) ,
v, v˙ ∈ L∞ (0, T ; [L2()]3) ,
[divσ ]i = ∂σi j
∂x j
∈ L∞ (0, T ; [L2()]) ,
[ε]i j = 12
[
∂vi
∂x j
+ ∂v j
∂xi
]
∈ L∞ (0, T ; [L2()]) . (6)
It is worth noticing that the spatial derivatives of σ are not bounded in L∞
(
0, T ; [L2()]6). However, v
converges strongly in L∞
(
0, T ; [L2()]3). But the most important point is that there is a complete information
on the strain ε, excluding discontinuities during (visco-)plastic deformation.
Passing to the limit for μ → ∞ yields the functional setting for the elastic-perfectly plastic case. Duvaut
and Lions showed that
σμ, σ˙μ ⇀ σ , σ˙ ∈ L∞
(
0, T ; [L2()]6) weak star,
vμ, v˙μ ⇀ v, v˙ ∈ L∞
(
0, T ; [L2()]3) weak star,
divσμ ⇀ divσ ∈ L∞
(
0, T ; [L2()]3) weak star, (7)
where (σμ, vμ) and (σ , v) the solutions of the viscoplastic and elastic-perfectly plastic problems, respectively.
It is worth noticing (and clearly cited as a particular remark in [58]) that, in the above functional setting, there
is no information on the strain εi j , in the exception of the fact that εi j can be obtained from the stress σi j via
ε˙i j = C−1i jkh σ˙kh + ε˙ pi j .
3.2 The elastic–plastic case with hardening
Johnson [101], inspired by Duvaut and Lions [58] and Halphen and Nguyen [79], formulated the plasticity
problem with hardening as a variational inequality and proved the existence (and uniqueness) of a strong
solution, as well as the regularity of the displacement rate. The problem of a von Mises material with one
isotropic hardening parameter ξ , i.e., with f (σ , ξ) = ‖s‖ − (σy + Dξ), ‖s‖ = (si j si j )1/2, where s the
deviatoric stress, σy the uniaxial yield stress and D constant, can be stated as:
For displacement described on all ∂, find ((σ , ξ), v) : [0, T ] → X = {(σ , ξ) ∈ [L2()]6 × L2()} ∩
{(σ , ξ) such that divσ ∈ [L2()]3}, for which, a.e. in [0, T ],∫

d
dt
(C−1i jkhσkh)(τkh − σkh)dx + D
∫

∂ξ
∂t
(η − ξ)dx +
∫

vi
(
∂τi j
∂x j
− ∂σi j
∂x j
)
dx ≥ 0, ∀(τ , η) ∈ X,
∫

wi
∂σi j
∂x j
dx =
∫
∂
biwi dx, ∀w ∈ [L2()]3, σ (0) = σ 0. (8)
Johnson proved that there exists a unique solution of the above problem satisfying
(σ , ξ) ∈ L∞ ([L2()]6 × L2()) ,(
∂σ
∂t
,
∂ξ
∂t
)
∈ L2 ([L2()]6 × L2()) ,
v ∈ [L2(H10 ()]3. (9)
The theorem is proved via a regularizing version of the system of equations (8) with ((σμν, ξμν), vμν) depend-
ing on two parameters μ, ν and the regularizing potential (3). It must be emphasized that stress, hardening
parameter, and velocity are uniquely determined thanks to the hardening nature of the material.
The above Sobolev functional setting is ideal for usual finite-element-based or parametric finite-volume-
based computational implementation [16,27,76,93,116,162,181,207,210,220].
3.3 Kinematical framework and dissipation
The second period in the mathematical literature on plasticity is marked by the study of the appropriate
functional framework for the velocity and strain rate fields entering the dissipation in order that their product
ε˙p : σ (in other words the duality between strain and stress) makes sense. The key point is the regularity of
the strain (and velocity) which is ensured only in viscoplasticity: limit analysis of elastic-perfectly plastic
structures proved the existence of discontinuities on the boundaries and/or in . In mechanics-oriented words,
in the absence of hardening, the displacement exhibits discontinuities through certain surfaces (slip lines) that
cannot be investigated in a Sobolev functional framework. More specifically, plastic strain is only a measure.
On the other hand, shear strain localizes into narrow zones forming shear bands which act as precursor to
instability and fracture [54,218], while the displacement remains continuous. Matthies et al. [123] and Suquet
[186] proposed the framework of functions with bounded deformation (B D() in order to describe the velocity
and strain rate fields,
B D() =
{
v|v = (vi ); v ∈ [L1()]3; ε ∈ M1
(
; M3×3sym
)}
,
where M1(; M3×3sym ) is the space of bounded measures on  with values in M3×3sym [106,205,206]. Some
regularity properties of this space, namely the integrability of the displacement u and that u ∈ [L p()]3,
p ≤ 3/2, are presented by Temam and Strang [206]. A comprehensive collection of their properties, together
with the proof of existence of the displacement field of a body obeying Hencky’s law, is given by Anzellotti and
Giaquinta [13]. Two trace theorems have been established, demonstrating that the space (B D() is the most
general space for which discontinuities in velocities and strain rates are allowed to appear on the boundaries
(boundary conditions) or in the interior of  [123,185]. The above functional setting allowed Suquet [186],
following Johnson [98], to present the weak formulation of the evolution problem for an elastic-perfectly
plastic material. It is worth noticing that the trace operator in B D() is not continuous for some natural weak
topology of B D(), but for a weak-star topology [203]: if um ⇀ u for the weak topology of B D() and if
the total deformation of um converges to the total deformation of u, namely if
∫

|εi j (um)| →
∫

|εi j (u)|,
then the trace of um converges to the trace of u in the norm of [L1(Su)]3.
The duality between stresses and strains in the context of the special case of Hencky plasticity, which is valid
under proportional loading, is described in [106] (see also [13] for the necessary and sufficient conditions on the
external forces for the existence of displacement solutions). However, the mathematical tools used in that paper
allow for the extension of proofs of dual pairing between admissible stress and strain to more general plasticity
systems [66]. In [106], it is proved the existence of an extremal displacement whenever the safe loading, (i.e.,
that there exists stress σ statically and plastically admissible such that λσ , λ > 0 is plastically admissible)
holds and that any extremal stress and displacement are related by an optimality condition expressing in weak
form the constitutive relation of Hencky plasticity. Hencky derived the first constitutive law in plasticity by
assuming the specific complementary energy A = (1/4)μtr(σ 2) − [λ/(2 + λ)](trσ )2 and the limit of elastic
behavior F = (tr(σ 2)−(1/3)(trσ )2−2k2 and solved the variational problem by seeking with density of energy
W = A + Lu + Mv + Nw + f F for an extremum of the global energy, L , M, N being the balance equations
as auxiliary conditions and f a Lagrange multiplier. As a result, he received  = (1/3)tr I + [(1 + f )/2μ]τ ,
tr() = (1/3K )trσ , 3K = 2λ + 2μ, where f is a still undetermined Lagrange parameter, and K is the bulk
modulus. This formulation is referred to as deformation theory. For many so-called proportional problems this
theory represents a very simple method. However, a neutral (i.e., tangential to the limit surface) change of
stresses cannot be confronted. For a nice history of plasticity and the role of Hencky, the reader is invited to
read the article by Otto Bruhns in [24].
It is known that the Green formula for the integral
∫
σ : εdx is the mathematical expression for the virtual
work theorem in the absence of strain discontinuities. In [106] it is defined a pairing σi jεi j between admissible
stress and strain. They proved that the distribution “< si jεD(u)i j >” defined by
∫

si jεD(u)i jφ = −13
∫

(trσ )(divu)φdx −
∫

u ·divσφdx −
∫

σ :∇uφdx,
is a bounded measure, absolutely continuous with respect to the bounded variation |ε| and satisfying an
analogue of Green’s formula in the form
“
∫
∂
u ·σ ·nψdS” = < u ·σ ·nφ > =
∫

s : εD(u)ψ + 13
∫

(divu)(trσ )ψdx
+
∫

(u ·divσ )ψdx +
∫

σ :[∇ψ ⊗ u]dx, ∀ψ ∈ C1(¯). (10)
Moreover, if {uk} ⊂ B D(), divuk ∈ L p(), 1 < p < ∞, and
uk → u ∈ L 32 (; 3), divuk → divu ∈ L p(),∫

|εD(uk)| →
∫

|εD(u)|,
then for each ψ ∈ C0(¯), ∫

s : εD(uk)ψ →
∫

s : εD(u)ψ. (11)
Finally, if {σ k} ⊂ () converges to σ such that
σ k → σ ∈ L2(; M3×3sym ), divσ k → divσ ∈ L3(; 3),
‖sk‖L∞< C indep. of k,
then, for each ψ ∈ C0(¯), ∫

sk : εD(u)ψ →
∫

s : εD(u)ψ. (12)
The variational problem of Hencky plasticity is then defined as follows [106]:
Upper-bound problem (P): inf
u∈U J (u), where
U = {u ∈ W 1,2(; 3) : u ·n = u ·n a.e on Su},
J (u) = K
2
∫

|divu|2dx +
∫
∪Su
sup
s∈K
{
εD(u˜) : s − 14μ |s|
2
}
−
∫

u ·bdx −
∫
St
u · tds. (13)
It is worth noticing that the boundary displacement is assumed to be zero outside Su and that the boundary
condition is relaxed (u ·n = u ·n) [50,51,171,186,205]. Moreover, u˜ in (13)2 is defined by u˜ = u ∈ B D()
on , u˜ = U 0 with bounded support on 3 \ .
Lower bound problem (D): sup
σ∈
G(σ ), where
G(σ ) = −
∫

(
1
18K
|trσ |2 + 1
4μ
|s|2
)
dx +
∫
Su
u ·σ ·n. (14)
Temam and Strang [205] proved that (P) and (D) are dual and in particular that
inf
u∈U J (u) = supσ∈ G(σ ). (15)
Additionally, the functional J (u) needs to extend to [13,202,204]
U† = B D() ∩ {u : divu ∈ L2()} ∩ {u : u ·n = u ·n on Su} ⊂⊂ L1(; 3).
In the above papers, under safe load condition (i.e., that there exists stress σ statically and plastically admissible
such that λσ , λ > 0 is plastically admissible), the existence problem for the displacement problem is reduced to
show (i) that infu∈U† J (u) = infu∈U J (u) and (ii) that J (u) is lower-semicontinuous under weak convergence
in U†. A new, more general proof [106], is provided for the above existence problem, by introducing the pairing
between U () = B D() ∩ {u : divu ∈ L2()} and () = L2(; M3×3sym ) ∩ {σ : divσ ∈ L3, s ∈ L∞}.
More specifically, it is proved the following existence result for displacements:
If the loads f, F, satisfy the safe load condition, then (P) has a minimizer in U†, (16)
and the following optimality conditions, satisfied by a pair of extremals σ of (P), ε of (D):∫
∪u S
εD(u˜) : s − 14μ
∫

|σ |2 ≥
∫
∪u S
εD(u˜) : τ − 14μ
∫

|τ |2, ∀τ ∈ (), (17)
K divu = 1
3
trσ a.e. on . (18)
In case the singular part of deviatoric strain exhibits discontinuities through a surface in the body, as in
elastic-perfect plastic materials, an equivalent optimality conditions appear [13,106].
3.3.1 A functional space for the equations in perfect plasticity
Suquet [186] introduced a functional space that leads to the existence of a trace on the boundary of  and,
equally important, to the possibility of discontinuities in the interior of .
Theorem 3.1 Trace theorem on ∂: There exists a linear application γ− from B D() on [L1()]3 such that,
if we write, for u ∈ B D(), γ−u = u−, we have∫

ui
∂σi j
∂x j
dx +
∫

σi j dεi j (u) ≡
∫
∂
u−i σi j n j d S
=
∫
∂
1
2
[u−i n j + u−j ni ]σi j d S, ∀σ ∈ D(¯)3×3sym . (19)
Theorem 3.2 Trace theorems on a surface  in : Consider a surface  in the interior of , separating 
in two parts − and +. There exist two linear applications γ− and γ+ from B D() on [L1()]3 satisfying∫
−
ui
∂σi j
∂x j
dx +
∫
−
σi j dεi j (u) =
∫

u−i σi j n j d, ∀σ ∈ D(¯)3×3sym , (20)∫
−
ui
∂σi j
∂x j
dx +
∫
¯−
σi j dεi j (u) =
∫

u+i σi j n j d, ∀σ ∈ D(¯)3×3sym . (21)
If u is regular, u− and u+ coincide both with the usual trace of u on .
Discontinuities through : The discontinuity u+ − u− of u through  is given by∫

(u+i − u−i )σi j n j d ≡
∫
S
1
2
[(u+i − u−i )n j + (u+j − u−j )ni ]σi j d =
∫

σi j dεi j d. (22)
So the (possible) mass of εi j (u) causes a discontinuity u+i − u−i through .
The variational theory of functionals with linear growth uses relaxed boundary conditions for problems
involving functions with bounded variation or bounded deformation [47]. In this paper, the total dissipation
functional is defined in terms of (u, εe, εp), u ∈ B D(), εe ∈ L2(; M3×3sym ), εp ∈ M1( ∪ Su; D3×3sym ),
subjected to the relaxed boundary conditions involving εp and u(t), which is the prescribed boundary value
of u on Su ⊂ ∂ at a time t [see (19)],
ε
p
i j =
1
2
[(u¯i (t) − ui )n j + (u¯ j (t) − u j )ni ], on Su . (23)
Dal Maso et al. [47] provided the mechanical interpretation of this kind of boundary condition: If the prescribed
boundary displacement u¯ is not attained, a plastic slip develops at the boundary proportional to the difference
between the prescribed and the attained boundary displacements.
However, it is worth noticing that in (19) σ is regular, while, in perfect plasticity, the stress σ , the dual
of the strain εp, is not even continuous. So it is needed to recall two definitions [47,102] which define the
duality between stress and plastic strain and allow for using the usual integration by parts formula. This will
be clarified in 3.3.3 [Eq. (30)], after presenting the “static” formulation by Suquet [188].
3.3.2 Weak formulation of the elastic-perfectly plastic case
Find (σ , v) such that, for every τ statically and plastically admissible and for every w ∈ [L2()]3,
∫

d
dt (C
−1
i jkhσkh)(τkh − σkh)dx +
∫

vi
(
∂τi j
∂x j −
∂σi j
∂x j
)
dx ≥ ∫
∂u
v¯i (τi j − σi j )n j dS, (24)
− ∫

wi
∂σi j
∂x j dx =
∫
∂
biwi dx, (25)
σ(0) = σ0. (26)
In order to solve this problem, an additional assumption is necessary [188]: the “limit load,” in the sense used
in limit analysis of engineering plasticity, is not surpassed. This can be controlled at every step of loading
process. Then, the problem of perfect plasticity admits a solution (σ , v), unique only in σ , with
σ ∈ L∞(0, T ; [L2()]9s ), σ˙ ∈ L2(0, T ; [L2()]9s ), v ∈ L2(0, T ; B D()). (27)
3.3.3 Stress–strain duality in quasistatic, elastic-perfect plasticity
The definition of admissible triples (u, εe, εp) for a given boundary displacement u and the definition of a
measure [s : εp] ∈ M1( ∪ Su) are recalled now [47,102]:
Admissible triple (u, εe, εp): A triple (u, εe, εp)) ∈ B D()× L2(; (D3×3)× M1(∪ Su; D3×3) is said
to be admissible for a given boundary displacement u and denoted by A(u) if the following conditions hold:
(i) additivity: ε(u) = εe + εp,
(ii) relaxation (weak form) of boundary conditions: εpi j = 12 [(u¯i − ui )n j + (u¯ j − u j )ni ]h2 on Su .
Measure [s : εp]: For u ∈ W 1,2(; M3×3sym ), (u, εe, εp) ∈ A(u) and σ ∈ , the measure [s : εp] ∈ M1(∪ Su)
is defined by the formula
∫
∪Su
ϕd[s : εp] =
∫

ϕd[s : εD(u)] −
∫

ϕs : εeD(u)dx +
∫
∪Su
ϕ(u − u) ·[σ ·n]⊥dh2, (28)
for every ϕ ∈ C( ∪ Su). Here [σ ·n]⊥ denotes the tangential part of the traction. Thus the following duality
holds [102]:
< s : εp >∑,∏= [s : εp]( ∪ Su) =
∫
∪Su
s : dεp, (29)
where the measure in the right-hand side is defined by Kohn and Temam [106] and Dal Maso et al. [47]. For
the definition of , see Sect. 2. Then the usual integration by parts can be applied to < s : εp >∑,∏=∫
∪Su s : dεp if we write formally dε = εedx + dεp:
∫

[s : εe − ε(u)]dx =
∫

s : [dε − dεp] −
∫

s : ε(u)dx
=
∫
St
t ·(u − u)dh2 +
∫

b·(u − u)dx −
∫
∪Su
s : dεp, (30)
if σ ∈ , b ∈ L3(; 3), t ∈ L∞[0, T ], (u, εe, εp) ∈ A(u), u ∈ (H1())3, divσ = −b a.e. in , σ ·n = t
on Su . This formula implies also an extension of the trace theorem (19) to the case of discontinuous stress σ .
3.3.4 Energetic models of rate-independent processes: continuity in time of the quasistatic evolution for
elastic-perfectly plastic, Tresca or von Mises materials
A variational formulation expressing the plastic evolution via energy balance and dissipation is introduced by
Mielke and coworkers [122,138]. This generic theory is useful for phenomena such as dry friction, elastoplas-
ticity, shape memory alloys, quasistatic delamination or fracture [122]. Such systems do not necessarily relax
to a complete equilibrium. The energetic models are characterized by internal variables a. Internal variables
describe the internal state which may consists of plastic deformations, hardening variables, magnetization or
phase indicators. In this paper, a stands for the plastic strain ε p and the hardening parameter ξ .
Then the energy storage functional is of the general form
E(t, u(t), a(t)) =
∫

W (x, sym∇u(x), a(x))dx− < l(t)|u > . (31)
In elastoplasticity, the integrand may be of quadratic form in terms of the strain ε(u) and the internal variables
a,
E(t, u(t), a(t)) = 1
2
∫

A : (sym∇u a)T : (sym∇u a)T dx− < l(t)|u > . (32)
Additionally, the energy dissipation is given by
DR(a; t0, t1) =
∫ t1
t0
∫

R(x, a(t, x), a˙(t, x))dxdt (33)
and comes from changes of the internal variables via a dissipation potential R,which is homogeneous of
degree 1 due to rate independency. The theory of generalized standard materials to be presented in the next
section, provides the evolution equations (equilibrium equation and generalized forces associated to the internal
variables), which result from the dissipation potential by using subdifferential and/or spatial derivatives—see
(2) for smooth in time processes. Mielke and coworkers reformulated this problem in a derivative-free energetic
forme, based on two conditions, the stability condition (inequality) and the energy balance:
E(t, u(t), a(t)) ≤ E(t, u˜, a˜) + R(a(t), a˙(t)) ∀ u˜, a˜ (34)
E(t, u(t), a(t)) + DR(a; 0, t) = E(0, u˜(0), a˜(0)) −
∫ t
0
< l˙(τ ) | u(τ ) > dτ, (35)
where < l(τ ) | u(τ ) > is the contribution of external work given by
< l(t) | u >:=
∫

b(t, x) ·u(x)dx +
∫
S
t(t, x) ·u(x)dH2 (36)
This theory allows for confronting evolution discontinuities in space or time. In Sect. 8 we present the appli-
cation of this theory to the homogenization of heterogeneous rate-independent materials. In this subsection,
we give the version of this theory introduced by Dal Maso et al. [47], for quasistatic evolution problems in
perfect plasticity.
In this theory, the quasistatic evolution problem in a time interval [0, T ] under a given inertial force
f (x, t) is studied. This problem requires finding functions of displacement, elastic strain, plastic strain, and
stress satisfying the usual five conditions of additive decomposition for the strain, the elasticity constitutive
equation, the equation of equilibrium, the stress constraint (yield conditions) and the associative flow rule (in
the form of the maximum plastic work inequality). The authors use the support function
H(ξ) := sup
ζ∈K
ξ : ζ (37)
where K is a convex compact neighborhood of 0 in the space of trace free n × n symmetric matrices, in order
to write the associative flow rule in the equivalent forms
normality ε˙p ∈ NK (s(t, x)), (38)
dissipation pseudo-potential s(t, x) ∈ ∂ H(ε˙p), (39)
maximum dissipation H(ε˙p) = s(t, x) : ε˙p, (40)
where NK (s(t, x)) the normal cone to K at ξ . In the computational mechanics-oriented literature [16,134,
178,180,207], problems of this type are approximated by the incremental minimization problem of defining
the approximate solution uik, (ε
e)ik, (ε
p)ik at time t
i
k , 0 = t0k < t1k < · · · < t ik−1 < tkk = T , as a minimizer of
min
u,εe,εp∈C A(w(t ik))
[Q(εe) + R(εp − (εp)i−1k )− < l(t ik) | u) >, (41)
whereQ(εe) := 1
2
∫

εe(x) : C : εe(x)dx is the elastic potential,R(ε˙p∗) :=
∫

H(ε˙p(x))dx is the dissipation
potential, and C A(w) is the field of kinematically admissible displacements, elastic strain and plastic strain.
The stress at t ik is obtained as σ
i
k = C : (εe)ik . As mentioned, the plastic strain belongs to the space of deviatoric
tensor-valued bounded Borel measures on  × Su .
Definition of quasistatic evolution : A quasistatic evolution is a function t −→ (u(t), εe(t), εp(t)) from
t ∈ [0, T ] into B D() × L2(; M3×3sym ) × M1( × Su; D3×3) which satisfies the following conditions:
Global stability: Ffor every t ∈ [0, T ], we have (u(t), εe(t), εp(t)) ∈ A(u(t)) and
Q(εe(t))− < l(t) | u(t) >≤ Q(η) + R(q − εp(t))− < l(t) | v >,
for every (v, η, q ∈ A(u(t)); (42)
Energy balance: The function t −→ εp(t) from [0, T ] into M1(× Su; D3×3) has bounded variation and
for every t ∈ [0, T ]
Q(εe(t)) + DR(εp; 0, t)− < l(t) | u(t) >= Q(εe(0))− < l(0) | u(0) >
+
∫ t
0
[< σ (s) : ε( ¯˙u(s)) >−< l(s) | ¯˙u(s) >] ds−
∫ t
0
[< b˙(s) | u(s) >+d < t˙(s) | u(s) >St ] ds, (43)
where A(u(t)) is the set of admissible triples (u, εe, εp) with ε(x) = εe(x)+εp(x), for every x ∈ , such that
u satisfies the prescribed boundary condition at t , u(x) = u(t, x) ∈ H1(3) × 3 and the relaxed boundary
condition εp(x) = (u(x) − u(x))  nH2 on Su
and where
DR(ε
p; s, t) = sup
⎡
⎣ N∑
j=1
R(εp(t j ) − εp(t j−1)) : s = t0 ≤ t1 ≤ · · · ≤ tN = t
⎤
⎦, (44)
and H(εp) = supσ∈K < σ : εp >, < σ : ε >=
∫

σi jεi j dx.
Dal Maso et al. [47] presented the proof of the existence of a quasistatic evolution satisfying the prescribed
initial conditions. The same existence result is proved by Johnson [98] and Suquet [188] for a formulation in
rate form, leading to a different approximation scheme. The existence theorem [47] is based on the assumptions
that the prescribed boundary conditions and body forces are absolutely continuous (AC) in time, so that if
the displacement develops sharp discontinuities, this is a result of energy minimization. Moreover, a uniform
safe-load history is assumed.
The existence theorem of Dal Maso et al. [47] reads:
If there exists a stable process (u0, εe0, ε
p
0) ∈ A(u¯(0)), i.e., satisfying the stability condition (42) for the
initial data, then there exists a quasistatic evolution t → (u(t), εe(t), εp(t)) such that u(0) = u0, εe(0) = εe0,
εp(0) = εp0. The proof of this theorem is obtained by a time discretization process, for a sequence ((t ik))0≤i≤k
of subdivisions of [0, T ]. The approximate unknowns (uik, (εe)ik, (εp)ik) are defined by induction as a solution
to the incremental minimization problem
min
(u,εe,εp)∈A(u¯ik )
{Q(εe) + R(εp − (εp)i−1k )− < l(t ik) | u >}, (45)
starting from a set (u0k, (ε
e)0k, (ε
p)0k) belonging to A(u(0)).
It is again emphasized that every quasistatic evolution is proved to be absolutely continuous in time and
that εe(t) and σ (t) (but not εp(t)) are determined uniquely by their initial conditions.
We close this subsection with the results of Sect. 6 of Dal Maso et al. [47], regarding the (strong) classical
formulation of the flow rule.
Strong formulation and flow rule: If ε˙p(t) ∈ L2(; D3×3), as in hardening plasticity, then the flow rule
reads
ε˙p(t, x) ∈ NK (s(t, x)), (46)
where NK (ξ0) is the normal cone to K at ξ0 ∈ D3×3.
In perfect plasticity, where ε˙p(t) ∈ M1(∪ Su; D3×3), Eq. (46) is not correct. The equivalent form reads
ε˙p(t, x)
|ε˙p(t, x)| ∈ NK (s(t, x)), for L
3 − a.e. x ∈ {|ε˙p(t)| > 0}. (47)
We note that the Radon–Nikodym derivative
ε˙p(t, x)
|ε˙p(t, x)| of ε˙
p(t) with respect to its variation |ε˙p(t)| is a function
defined |ε˙p(t)|-a.e. on  ∪ Su , so the pointwise formulation of the flow rule cannot be written in the form
ε˙p(t, x)
|ε˙p(t, x)| ∈ NK (s(t, x)) since NK (s(t, x)) is defined only L
3
-a.e. on . Dal Maso et al. [47] introduced a
precise representative sˆ(t, x) of s(t, x), defined with respect to the measure μ(t) := L3 +|ε˙p(t)|, in an unique
way for the case that K is strictly convex. More specifically, sˆ is obtained as the limit of averages of s.
Precise definition of stress: If K is strictly convex, t → (u, εe, εp)(t) a quasistatic evolution, σ (t) =
Cεe(t),
σ r (t, x) := 1
L3(B(x, r) ∩ )
∫
B(x,r)∩
σ (t, y)d y (48)
for every r > 0 and every t ∈ [0, T ] and for B(t) ⊂  ∪ Su Borel set,
sˆ(t) = s(t) L3 − a.e. on , (49)
sˆ(t) = ∂ H
(
ε˙p(t)
|ε˙p(t)|
)
|ε˙p(t)| − a.e. on  ∪ Su, (50)
then
sr (t) → sˆ(t) strong in L1μ(t)(; D3×3) for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ]. (51)
4 Classical homogenization of rate-independent materials
In this section, we present the theoretical framework for a computational scheme, specifically designed for
rate-independent materials, based on a multiple plastic potential condition and a maximization of homogenized
dissipation, leading to evolution constitutive equations.
Suquet’s framework of homogenization of inelastic materials [193] is based on (i) the additivity of mass,
internal energy and dissipation and (ii) the localization problem in the unit cell Y , for  (or E) given, of
determining microvariables σ 0( y), ε0( y) if
microscopic constitutive law is given, (52)
divσ 0 = 0 (microequilibrium), (53)
< σ 0 >=  (or < ε(u0) >= E), (54)
u0 = E · y + u1, u1 periodic, and σ ·n antiperiodic on ∂Y, (55)
where < f > denotes the mean value of f in the unit cell. It is noted that it can be proved that the microstress
σ 0 and microstrain ε0 are precisely the two-scale convergence limits of σ  and ε for  → 0 [4,156]. Suquet
used as internal variable a microplastic strain εp0 entering free energy, plastic potential, microplastic criterion,
and microevolution law.
It is worth noticing that, while the macrostrain is given by E =< ε0 >=< εe0 + εp0 >, its elastic and
plastic parts are given by Ee =< BT : εe0 > and Ep =< BT : εp0 > respectively, where B is the stress
concentration tensor defined by σ 0 = B :  in the absence of plastic deformations. The fact that the plastic
macrostrain is not the mean plastic strain defined in the above manner (i.e., satisfying local evolution) was
pointed out by Hill [86]. Regarding the homogenized dissipation D, it is given in terms of the global and an
infinite number of local variables σ r (residual stresses (60)) by
D =  : E˙p− < σ r : C : σ˙ r > . (56)
Suquet’s framework of elastic-perfectly plastic materials consists in: (i) setting the cell problem of a dissipative
material with regular potential ϕμ for given macroscopic stress history, (ii) next, by using the solution of
the microscopic problem in terms of the residual stress σ r , establishing the homogenized behavior of this
intermediate material, and, finally (iii) passing to the limit for μ → 0 to obtain the homogenized behavior of
the elastic-perfectly plastic material under consideration, in the form
S ∈ P, (57)
∫

Ceffi jkh
∂i j
∂t
(Tkh − kh)dx +
∫
Y
Ci jkh( y)
∂σ ri j
∂t
(πrkh − σ rkh)d y ≥
∫

Ei j (Ti j − i j )dx, (58)
∀T = (T ,πr ) ∈ P, (59)
where S = (, σ r ) is the generalized stress, σ r is the residual stress defined by
σ 0(y) = B( y) :  + σ r ( y), (60)
and P is the convex macroscopic strength surface, introduced by [90] and defined in [189] by
P = {T ,< πr >= 0, B( y) : T + πr ∈ K˜ ( y) ∀ y ∈ Y }. (61)
We easily verify the equivalence between microscopic and macroscopic safe loading conditions. However, in
order to determine the macroscopic yield surface, we have to know, at a given time t, the whole set σ r . In other
words, it is impossible to eliminate the microscopic level from the macroscopic behavior, like in elasticity.
The microscopic level is expressed via an infinite number of residual stresses. It can be shown [193] that the
residual stresses can be calculated from a known set of internal microvariables (in this case, εp0). Dependence
on a infinite number of variables makes the problem practically unimportant, unless it is formulated in terms
of an assumed spatial distribution in the cell of the unknown internal variables (piecewise uniform or linear
or nonlinear transformation field analysis etc [29,59,60,65,129,132,133]. This will be clarified in the next
section. However, concerning the limit behavior of the material under a loading history, the theory of limit
analysis of structures offers useful tools for computing the limit charge. For such a material, it is easy to
show first that the homogenization induces satisfaction of the macroyield condition, i.e., σ 0 ∈ K implies
necessarily  ∈ P . Moreover, convexity of the local strength surface implies convexity of the macroscopic
strength surface, as has been pointed out by Drucker [57] (convexity is stable by homogenization [193]).
The conclusion is that all physical macroscopic stress states must lie within P . The inverse, i.e., that all states
 ∈ P are physical macroscopic stress states, is also true, provided that the constituents are elastic–plastic
or rigid plastic. It is worth noticing that microdissipation inequality, combined with plasticity criterion in the
cell, gives the normality constitutive law, as it will be explained in the next section. In other words, in [193]
homogenization of elastic–plastic materials is based on the existence of a microscopic stress σ 0 field associated
with , that necessarily is related to a microscopic plastic strain field ε˙p by the normality law.
The link of the above theory with the first computational homogenization techniques is shown by Michel
et al. [130], where two different methods are presented, the first based on a finite element scheme and the
second on fast Fourier transforms. In the framework of a material made of different rigid-plastic constituents,
the effective flow surface is derived by approaching the averaged variational principle via the resolution of
a sequence of evolution problems for a composite with elastic-perfectly plastic materials, by giving each
individual phase an artificial (or real) elastic stiffness C( y), since the effective flow surface does not depend
on the elastic properties of the constituents. We present the theoretical framework in the sequel. For a strength
domain P and a dissipation d = supτ∈P( y) τ : ε˙, the effective dissipation is given by [193]
D(E˙) = sup
∈P
 : E˙ = inf
u0∈K(E˙)
< d(ε(u0)) >= inf
u0
sup
τ
(τ : ε˙0), (62)
where P the effective strength domain corresponding to statically admissible microstresses lying in P( y)
and having as mean value  and K the set of kinematically admissible displacements obeying (55), possibly
enhanced by an incompressibility condition. Adding an artificial elastic stiffness to the rigid-plastic phases as
well as an artificial “time” t leads to the evolution cell problem for a strain-driven process (given strain rate
E˙(t)), usually equal to a constant E˙0 or for a strain rate to be determined in a stress-driven process,
σ˙ 0(t, y) = C( y) : (ε(u˙0(t, y)) − ε˙p0(t, y)) , (63)
σ 0(t, y) ∈ P( y) εp0(t, y) = λ˙ ∂ f
∂σ 0
( y, σ 0(t, y)), λ˙ ≥ 0, (64)
divσ 0(t, y) = 0, σ 0 ·n antiperiodic, (65)
u˙0(t, y) = E˙(t) · y + u˙1(t, y), u˙1 periodic. (66)
The variational formulation reads: Find σ (t)0 ∈ P such that
< σ˙ 0(t) : C−1 : (σˆ − σ 0(t)) >≥ E˙(t) : (ˆ − (t)), σˆ ∈ P, ˆ =< σˆ > . (67)
In a strain-controlled path, if σ 0(t, y) tends to σ∞ as t goes to +∞, then it is seen from (67) that the associated
effective stress ∞ is on the boundary of the effective strength domain P and the effective strain rate E˙ is
an outer normal vector to P at ∞. Otherwise, if σ 0(t, y) has no limit, there is no point on the boundary
of the effective strength surface associated to the given normal outer vector E˙. The integration scheme for
a strain path E˙ = t E˙0 consists in determining the increment of the displacement fluctuation u1 as in the
radial mapping algorithm [181] from the nonlinear equilibrium condition by an iterative scheme of Newton’s
type for a choice of the stiffness matrix, for instance formed with the initial elastic moduli. In an analogous
manner, the stress-controlled computational process is presented.
5 On the role of dissipation inequality in generalized standard models
For the moment, we assume that the material is a homogeneous generalized standard material (GSM) [74,
79,157,180], for which, as cited in the introduction, the local problem is completely described by state and
internal variables, while the generalized forces are defined from the free energy function and the dissipation
inequality holds giving the evolutionary equations. In classical rate-independent plasticity, the free energy ψ
is a function of the internal variables
ψ = ψ(ε, a), (68)
where (ε, a) are the state variables, ε = εe + εp is the strain decomposed into an elastic and a plastic part,
while a = (εp, ξ) are the internal variables. Here we assume that the internal variables are the (symmetric in
classical plasticity) plastic strain tensor εp and a hardening vector ξ . We also assume that the free energy is
decomposed into an elastic part (stored energy) W = 1
2
(ε − εp) : C : (ε − εp) and a plastic part Hp(ξ) which
for simplicity is assumed to be independent of the plastic strain,
ψ(ε, a) = 1
2
(ε − εp) : C : (ε − εp) + Hp(ξ). (69)
Then, the generalized forces A = (Ap, Aξ ), associated to the internal variables a = (εp, ξ), are given by
Ap = − ∂ψ
∂εp
= σ , Aξ = −∂ψ
∂ξ
= q, (70)
where σ is the stress tensor and q is the internal hardening ”force.” Thus the plastic criterion can be written
f (Ap, Aξ ) ≤ 0. (71)
Additionally, the dissipation function is given by
d = σ : ε˙ − ψ˙ = σ : ε˙ −
(
∂ψ
∂ε
: ε˙ + ∂ψ
∂εp
: ε˙p + ∂ψ
∂ξ
ξ˙
)
= σ : ε˙p − ∂ψ
∂ξ
ξ˙ = Ap : ε˙p + Aξ : ξ˙ = A : a˙.
(72)
The dissipation inequality is written
d ≥ 0 for every Ap, Aξ satisfying f (Ap, Aξ ) ≤ 0. (73)
Then the normality law is obtained simply from (73) by minimizing
− d + λ˙ f (Ap, Aξ ) (74)
over Ap, Aξ , where λ˙ is a Lagrange multiplier. Therefore, the problem of determination of the evolution
equations leads to the problem of minimization of the Lagrangian
min L(Ap, Aξ ) = −Ap : ε˙p − Aξ : ξ˙ + λ˙ f (Ap, Aξ ), (75)
from which taking the first variation with respect to Ap, Aξ respectively yields the evolutionary equations
ε˙p = λ˙ ∂ f
∂ Ap
, ξ˙ = λ˙ ∂ f
∂ Aξ
. (76)
These equations must be supplemented by the Kuhn–Tucker conditions
f ≤ 0, λ˙ ≥ 0, f λ˙ = 0. (77)
Let us now pass to the verification that the overall behavior of a heterogeneous material is a GSM behavior
[157,193]. We consider the strain-driven localization problem: For given macrostrain E and internal parameters
a0 in the unit cell Y , find the relation between macrostress  and macrostrain E if
ε0 = sym∇u0 in Y, < ε0 >= E, div yσ 0 = 0 in Y, < σ 0 >= , (78)
σ 0 = ∂ψ
0(ε0, a0)
∂ε0
, ψ0(ε0, a0) = 1
2
(ε0 − εp0) : C0 : (ε0 − εp0) + Hp0(ξ0), (79)
σ 0 and ε0 periodic on ∂Y. (80)
We note that this is an elastic problem giving the solution
σ 0 = σ 0(E, a0), ε0 = ε0(E, a0),  =< σ 0(E, a0) > . (81)
The main difficulty is that a0 must be reduced to a finite-dimensional field, and this issue is the main subject
of the computational methods developed by various authors [59,60,65,129–131]. In order to determine the
effective constitutive behavior of the composite, we assume that the effective free energy satisfies
 =< ψ0(ε0, a0) >,  = (ε0, a0). (82)
A consequence of the above assumption is an application of Hill–Mandel’s lemma:
∂
∂ E
=< ∂ψ
0(ε0, a0)
∂ε0
: ∂ε
0
∂ E
>=< σ 0 >:< ∂ε
0
∂ E
>= , (83)
where we used that
∂ε0
∂ E
is a admissible strain since, from (55),
∂ε0
∂ E
= ∂
∂ E
(sym∇u0) = sym
(
∇ ∂u
0
∂ E
)
, (84)
∂u0
∂ E
= I · y + ∂u
1
∂ E
, <
∂u1
∂ E
>= ∂
∂ E
(< u1 >) = 0. (85)
We note that from (81) the variation of microstrain is equal to δε0 = ∂ε
0
∂ E
: δE0 + ∂ε
0
∂a0
: δa0, thus
< σ 0 : δε0 >=< σ 0 >:< δε0 >=< σ 0 >: δE+ < σ 0 : ∂ε
0
∂a0
: δa0 >, (86)
therefore
< σ 0 : ∂ε
0
∂a0
: δa0 >= 0. (87)
The effective generalized forces A are defined in terms of the variation of the effective energy by
A : δa0 = − ∂
∂a0
: δa0. (88)
We note that this definition has a practical meaning only if the field of internal variables a0 is approximated
by a finite number of variables according to the microstructure, a task which is not trivial.
Using the definition ψ0 = ψ0(ε0, a0) and (87),
− ∂
∂a0
: δa0 = − < ∂ψ
0(ε0, a0)
∂ε0
: ∂ε
0
∂a0
: δa0 >− < ∂ψ
0(ε0, a0)
∂a0
: δa0 >= − < ∂ψ
0(ε0, a0)
∂a0
: δa0 >.
(89)
We conclude that
A : δa0 =< A : δa0 > . (90)
Based on the above, the overall dissipation D is given by
D =< d >=< σ 0 : ε˙0 − ψ˙0 >=< A : a˙0 >= A : a˙0. (91)
Therefore, the homogenized dissipation inequality can be treated starting from the microstress σ 0 and the
rates of the internal microhardening “forces” q˙0 and the microplastic strains ε˙p0, in correlation with the
microyield surface f 0. This is equivalent to the statement that the microevolutionary equations derived from
the microdissipation inequality satisfy the macrodissipation inequality too. This conclusion will be analyzed
in the sequel and forms the basis of many computational approaches (see for instance the approach of Tsalis
et al. [209]).
6 Incremental variational homogenization principles for viscous materials
6.1 Variational principles
Numerous authors contributed to the development of variational principles, as well as of incremental variational
principles, which allow time integration of constitutive relations along a given strain-driven path. Generally
speaking, on a time interval, internal variables as plastic strain and hardening parameter are obtained from the
minimization of a functional which comprises the free energy and the dissipation.
Hill [85] presented a variational principle of maximum plastic work for an elastic-perfectly plastic material.
In perfect plasticity and hardening plasticity, the fundamental definitions and formulations of the related
problems, which affect the uniqueness of their solutions, lead directly to the variational principles as well [56].
Starting form the virtual work, the first absolute minimum principles come from the variation of a quantity by
using physical postulates (as Drucker’s postulates, for instance that work cannot be extracted from the stressed
system and the exterior forces, [56]). Minimum potential energy theorems and minimum complementary
energy theorems are established independently of the constitutive law, as well as corresponding theorems in
which rates substitute total variations.
The incremental problem in elastoplasticity is a variational problem for elastic strain, plastic strain and
hardening parameter. A basic assumption concerns the construction of the dissipation functional in such a way
that encodes the information in the yield function and depends on the previous and current values of plastic
strain [25].
6.2 Two-potential variational problem for generalized standard materials
Ponte-Castañeda [163] proposed a powerful and versatile variational principle, allowing for estimating the
effective properties of inelastic materials, mainly focusing on nonlinear viscoelastic response which is very
common in polymeric composites. The unknown effective energy function of this material is expressed via the
minimization problem of effective energies of linear comparison materials (i.e., materials with linear constitu-
tive laws) having similar microstructure. Then, using known bounds and estimates from linear homogenization
yields bounds and estimates for corresponding nonlinear materials.
The idea of defining effective properties (in the context of elasticity) from the effective energy is due to
Hill [89] and Hashin [81], based on the (intuitive) notion of homogenized properties that are independent of
boundary conditions as the typical size of heterogeneity becomes smaller and smaller.
Following Ponte-Castañeda [164], three categories of methods for predicting effective properties exist: (i)
The exact methods for specific microstructures (for instance periodic microstructures) like the cubic lattice
[124], the spheres assemblage [84] and the sequentially laminated structures [143]. (ii) The methods for
estimating the range of effective properties (bounds) for microstructures partially specified in terms of known
heterogeneity parameters ( [84], with bounds which are rederived by [214,215] and other researchers [104,105,
119,120,144,149,150,199,216]). It is noted that Milton [141] has derived effective bounds with a third-order
statistical information. (iii) The methods that approximate the essential properties of the microstructure (self-
consistent and other statistical information-based methods [142]). The importance of the existing effective
bounds of linear elastic materials is related to the fact that they form a solid data set for comparison materials
in the nonlinear variational-based homogenization techniques.
Before the work of Ponte-Castañeda [163], nonlinear heterogeneous dielectrics are studied by Willis [217]
and approximate methods, that are generally problem-specific, are proposed, among others, by Miksis [140],
Houi and Stroud [94], Zeng et al. [219] and Talbot and Willis in 1985 [194] (with an extension to nonlinear
heterogeneous materials of the Hashin–Shtrikman bounds [84]) and 1987 [195] (with bounds of nonlinear
dielectrics). After Ponte-Castañeda [163], many theoretical and approximate works are proposed, starting from
a variational homogenization principle. In [20,21] the homogenization of elasto–viscoplastic materials with
hardening is presented and the variational formulation is compared with the classical radial return algorithm
[180]. No yield function is explicitly introduced. Instead, kinematic restrictions for the plastic flow are imposed
a priori. The precision is controlled by optimizing an algorithmic parameter in the variational formulation.
In this subsection we assume that the constituents are nonlinear viscoelastic materials and we present
the principal ingredients of the two-potential constitutive theory [114,115], which is characterized by the
reversibility of the free energy, dependent on the state variables only, the driving forces, resulting from the
derivation of the free energy with respect to the state variables, and the irreversibility of the dissipation along an
evolution path. The evolution equations are assumed to be derived from a dissipation potential. The constitutive
equations can be deduced from two potentials, the free energy and the dissipation potential. An incremental
variational principle for a time-discretized evolution equations is presented, at the local level as well as at
the level of composite. Time discretization allows for reducing to the minimization of a single potential for
a nonlinear thermoelastic body subjected to nonuniform eigenstrains, approximated by piecewise uniform, in
each phase, eigenstrains. Moreover, the composite is linearized by a procedure close to the modified secant
method [191]: the classic method consists in assuming that, at every phase, the strain is uniform and equal
to the mean strain in the phase and then compute the elastic modulus from the constitutive law, while the
modified method consists in considering as effective strain of every phase the quadratic mean of strain on this
phase, which is proved to coincide with the upper bound introduced by Ponte-Castañeda [163] (see also his
work for nonlinear composite dielectrics [164]) and [170]. The material is a nonlinear viscoelastic composite.
Since Hp(ξ) = 0 in (69), ψ and w are identical; therefore, the generalized forces are given by σ = ∂w
∂ε
(ε,α)
and A = −∂w
∂α
(ε,α), where ε = εe + α. The evolution of internal variables are derived from the dissipation
potential ϕ by A = ∂ϕ
∂α˙
(α˙) or α˙ = ∂ϕ
∗
∂ A
(A), where ϕ∗ the Legendre transform of ϕ. Elimination of A leads to
the two-potential formulation
σ = ∂w
∂ε
(ε,α),
∂w
∂α
(ε,α) + ∂ϕ
∂α˙
(α˙) = 0. (92)
The discretized version of (92) reads
σ n+1 = ∂w
∂ε
(εn+1,αn+1),
∂w
∂α
(εn+1,αn+1) + ∂ϕ
∂α˙
(
αn+1 − αn
t
)
= 0. (93)
The second equation is equivalent to the following variational problem, for the unknown εn+1 and given σ n ,
εn , αn ,
inf
α
J (εn+1,α), J (ε,α) = w(ε,α) + tϕ
(
α − αn
t
)
, (94)
from which, by defining the condensed incremental potential
w(ε) = inf
α
J (ε,α), (95)
the approximate stress can be obtained as the derivative with respect to the strain [114] of a single potential
σ n+1 = ∂w
∂ε
(εn+1). (96)
It can be shown that if w and ϕ are convex, then J is convex too [62] (alternatively, see Lahellec and Suquet
[114] for twice-differentiable potentials).
Then, the cell problem, consisting in (92), (with respect to σ 0, ε0), divσ 0 = 0 and< ε0 >= E(t)+ periodic
boundary conditions on ∂Y , is discretized as (96), divσ n+1 = 0,< εn+1 >= En+1 plus periodic boundary con-
ditions on ∂Y . Every cell is comprised of N constituents with characteristic functions χ(r) and potentials w(r)
and ϕ(r), then at a point y the free energy and the dissipation are given by w( y, ε,α) = ∑Nr=1 χr ( y)w(r)(ε,α)
and ϕ( y, α˙) = ∑Nr=1 χr ( y)ϕ(r)(α˙), respectively. Consequently, the incremental potentials are given by
J (ε,α, y) =
N∑
r=1
(
w(r)(ε,α) + tϕ(r)
(
α − αn
t
))
χ(r)( y),
w(ε, y) = inf
α
J (ε,α, y). (97)
Lahellec and Suquet [114] have shown that the effective stress is given from the effective energy wˇ by
n+1 = ∂wˇ
∂ E
(En+1), (98)
where wˇ is the solution of the variational problem
wˇ(En+1) = inf
<ε>=En+1
< w(ε) >= inf
<ε>=En+1
< inf
α
J (ε,α) > . (99)
The importance of this finding is obvious: The homogenization of the discretized two-potential problem is
reduced to the one-potential variational problem (99). However, as is pointed out by Lahellec and Suquet [114],
the condensed potential is not explicitly known and is certainly non-quadratic. Moreover, as w depends on
y through α( y),αn( y), it cannot be put under the form
w( y, ε,α) =
N∑
r=1
χr ( y)w(r) (ε,α).
Lahellec and Suquet [114] approximate J by replacing in (97)1 the internal variables αn(y) by an effective (in
phase r ) parameter α(r)n to be defined. Dvorak [59] considered all internal variables to be piecewise uniform
within each phase (Transformation Field Analysis), but this fact may lead to inaccurate results, as pointed out
by Suquet [192] and Chaboche et al. [32]. Thus the approach of Lahellec and Suquet [114] accounts for first and
second moments of αn( y), α( y) in each phase. Moreover, Lahellec and Suquet approximate J in the variational
problem (99) by a quadratic function and present two procedures from the study of one-potential nonlinear
composites: (i) the variational method of Ponte-Castañeda [165] in its variant introduced by Suquet [191] and
Suquet and Ponte-Castañeda [168], which uses an isotropic linear viscoelastic comparison composite, and (ii)
a generalization of the second-order method of Ponte-Castañeda [166], introduced by Lahellec and Suquet
[112], which uses an anisotropic linear comparison composite.
In the methodology of Lahellec and Suquet [114], two cases of viscous materials can be treated, the
nonlinear viscoelastic and the elastic–viscoplastic. They both are characterized by one internal variable tensor
α which is the inelastic strain, a quadratic potential energy w(r)(ε,α) = 1
2
(ε − α) : C(r) : (ε − α) and a
dissipation potential of the form ϕ(r)(α˙) ≡ ϕ(r)(α˙eq), where α˙eq =
(
2
3
α˙ : α˙
)1/2
is the equivalent strain.
More specifically, for the nonlinear viscoelastic case,
ϕ(r)(α˙) = σ
(r)
Y ε˙
m + 1
(
α˙eq
ε˙
)m+1
, (100)
with constitutive relation
ε˙ =
(
C(r)
)−1 : σ˙ + 3
2
ε˙
(
σeq
σ
(r)
Y
)1/m
s
σeq
, (101)
while for the elastic–viscoplastic case,
ϕ(r)(α˙) = R(r)α˙eq + σ
(r)
Y ε˙
m + 1
(
α˙eq
ε˙
)m+1
, (102)
ε˙ = (L(r))−1 : σ˙ + 3
2
ε˙
(
(σeq − R(r))+
σ
(r)
Y
)1/m
s
σeq
, (103)
where σY is the yield stress, ε˙ is a reference strain rate and R(r) is the threshold below which the material
behaves elastically. The limiting case m = 0 corresponds to the rate-independent elastoplasticity.
Lahellec and Suquet [114], inspired by Ponte-Castañeda [165], proposed a variational method in order to
give a way of estimating the effective incremental potential. This is achieved by adding and subtracting to
the potential J the quadratic energy J0 of the linear composite. Then the difference J − J0 is estimated by
using the finding of Ponte-Castañeda and Willis [169] and Ponte-Castañeda [167] that the sharper estimate
can be obtained by requiring only stationarity of J − J0, since the supremum of J − J0 is too stiff [113]. For a
composite made of linear viscoelastic constituents with dissipation potential ϕ(r)(α˙) = η(r)α˙ : α˙, the estimate
for wˇ is [114]
wˇ(E) = wˇ0(E) +
N∑
r=1
c(r) <
η(r)θ (r)
t (θ(r) − 1) (αn − α
(r)
n ) : (αn − α(r)n ) >r , (104)
where c(r) is the volume fraction, < # >r denotes averaging over the phase r , θ(r) = η
(r)
0
η(r)
and w˜0(E) is the
effective energy of the auxiliary thermoelastic composite [113]
wˇ0(E) = inf
<ε>=E
N∑
r=1
c(r) < w
(r)
0 (ε) >r , w
(r)
0 (ε) = infα J
(r)
0 (ε,α). (105)
Moreover, the overall stress reads
 = ∂wˇ
∂ E
(E) = ∂wˇ0
∂ E
(E) (106)
due to the stationarity conditions on θ(r), α(r)n ,α.
For the general nonlinear case with a non-quadratic potential ϕ, it is shown that this problem is reduced to
that of a linear viscoelastic case provided that the present η(r)’s are the ”effective secant viscosities” [114]
η(r) = η(r)sct
< (α − αn)2eq >1/2r
t
, (107)
each of which is a nonlinear equation since the internal variable tensor α(η(r)) depends on η(r) and is solved
iteratively.
Equation (106) indicates that the effective stress coincides with the effective stress of the linear thermoelastic
composite. This is given by the following expression
 =
n∑
r=1
c(r)[C(r)0 :< ε >r +ρ(r)0 ] =< σ >, (108)
where the tensors C(r)0 and ρ(r)0 are uniform in every phase r and depend on the fourth-order tensor K associated
with the projection over deviatoric tensors (see Lahellec and Suquet [114] for the analytical expression), on
the fourth-order tensor C of elasticity in phase r and on the parameters η(r), θ(r), α(r)n , where ε, σ correspond
to the auxiliary thermoelastic problem. This is equivalent to say that, in view of determining the overall stress,
the unknown stress and strain are approximated by the same fields of the linear thermoelastic problem [114].
Moreover, it follows from the stationarity conditions for θ(r), α(r) that the first and second moments of α take
the same values by the two different variational approaches, thus the approximate field of internal variables α
is uniquely defined, without ambiguity too for the full field α( y), which is not needed for the implementation
of the computational scheme.
7 A discretized variational framework
Simo and Hughes [180] proposed a discrete variational framework of the Hu–Washizu type. The variational
formulation in the form of minimization problem uses a Hu–Washizu functional enriched with the total dissi-
pation function. It is assumed that the flow law and loading-unloading conditions hold pointwise. It is tested
independently at each quadrature point of the element whether the elastic trial state violates the yield condition.
If yes, one applies a local return mapping algorithm. The validity of the computational procedure depends on
the strain-dependent yield condition.
7.1 The Hu–Washizu–Simo–Hughes variational problem
Here we will adopt this variational framework in order to pass to the limit in the discrete Euler–Lagrange
equations for  → 0. The limiting equations will give information on the weak properties of all microvariables,
including microinternal variables. We note that Terada and Kikuchi [207] considered the dissipation inequality
as a separate maximum dissipation condition. This inequality is nonlinear thus not allowing for passing to the
limit with the help of a Lagrange multiplier in order to determine the local microevolutionary equations.
The body under consideration is submitted to body forces b, while the boundary conditions are described
by zero displacements on a part Su of the surface and tractions t on the remaining part St . In the sequel, for
simplicity we will consider a material with linear hardening (Hp(ξ ) = 1
2
ξ Dξ ) with free function
ψ(ε − εp, q) = w(ε − εp) + 1
2
q(D)−1q, (109)
where D is the scalar plastic modulus. We recall that, in the case of linear hardening, heterogeneous functions
satisfy the following equations
f (σ , q) = ‖s‖+q −
√
2
3
σ Y ≤ 0, q = −Dξ ,
ξ˙  = ‖ε˙p‖
√
2
3
= λ˙, ε˙pi j = λ˙
∂ f 
∂σ i j
,
ε˙i j = ε˙ei j + ε˙pi j , ε˙ei j = C−1i jkl σ˙ kl . (110)
We also note that the choice of linear hardening and (110)2 are equivalent to the second of (70).
The total Hu–Washizu energy is given by
P(u, ε − εp, q, σ ) =
∫

[ψ(ε − εp, q)+σ  :[sym∇u − ε]]dx
−
∫

b ·udx −
∫
St
t ·u dS. (111)
In (111) u , ε , σ  , q are considered as independent variables. In this context, σ  acts as Lagrange multiplier
enforcing (weakly) sym∇u − ε = 0. Additionally, the plastic dissipation functional reads
L(ε − εp, q, λ) =
∫ t
0
∫

ε˙p : ∇w(ε − εp) − q˙(D)−1q − λ˙ f [∇w(ε − εp), q]dxdτ ,
(112)
where λ˙ is the plastic multiplier and f  is the yield surface.
We discretize the time interval [0, T ] = ⋃Nn=0[tn, tn+1] and denote by V the space of kinematically
admissible displacement variations η ,
V = η :  −→ 3 | η ∈ H1()3; η = 0 on Su , u = 0 on Su , σ ·n = t on St , (113)
corresponding to a problem with displacements u and stress σ  satisfying the boundary conditions,
u = 0 on Su , σ ·n = t on St . (114)
We will express the total energy at time tn+1 in terms of the unknown state variables (εn+1, ε
p
n+1, qn+1), as
the sum of the potential energy at tn+1 and the incremental dissipation in the interval [tn, tn+1] computed by a
backward Euler difference scheme. Then we will obtain a discrete Lagrangian in terms of the unknown vari-
ables. For details, see the work of Simo and Hughes [180]. In the sequel, by ϕn+1 we denote the approximation
to the exact ϕ(tn+1) at tn+1. Following the approach of Simo and Hughes [180], we use the following notations
χ n+1 = (un+1, εn+1, σ n+1, εpn+1, qn+1,λ), λ = λ˙n+1t,
wn+1 = w(εn+1 − εpn+1), f n+1 = f (∇w(εn+1 − εpn+1), qn+1). (115)
Then we obtain the minimization problem of the discrete energy functional
F(χn+1) = Pn+1(χn+1) + L(χn+1) − L(χn) (116)
or
F(χn+1) =
∫

[
wn+1 +
1
2
qn+1(D)−1qn+1 + σ n+1 : (sym∇un+1 − εn+1) − λ f n+1
+∇wn+1 : (εpn+1 − εpn ) − qn+1(D)−1(qn+1 − qn ) − ρb ·un+1
]
dx −
∫
St
t ·un+1 dS. (117)
Using the functional spaces
Vσ = (σ  :  −→ M3×3sym | σi j ∈ L2()), (118)
V = (ε :  −→ M3×3sym | εi j ∈ L2()), (119)
Vq = (q :  −→  | q ∈ L2()), (120)
Vλ = (λ :  −→  | λ ∈ L2()), (121)
we can obtain the variational form of the equations of the heterogeneous problem from the Euler–Lagrange
equations associated with the discrete functional (117). More specifically, by considering (χn+1) as inde-
pendent variables, we take the variations of (117) with respect to un+1, εn+1, σ n+1, εpn+1, qn+1 and λ
successively thus obtaining
δF(χn+1, η) =
∫

[σ n+1 : sym∇η − ρb·η]dx −
∫
St
t ·η dS, ∀ η ∈ V, (122)
δF(χn+1, τ ) =
∫

τ  : [sym∇un+1 − εn+1]dx = 0, ∀ τ  ∈ Vσ , (123)
δF(χn+1, r) =
∫

r :
{
[∇wn+1 − σ n+1]
+ Cn+1 :
[
ε
p
n+1 − εpn − λ
∂ f n+1
∂σ n+1
]}
dx = 0, ∀ r ∈ Vε, (124)
δF(χn+1, rp) = −
∫

rp : Cn+1 :
[
ε
p
n+1 − εpn − λ
∂ f n+1
∂σ n+1
]
dx = 0, ∀ rp ∈ Vε, (125)
δF(χn+1, p) = −
∫

p
[
(Dn+1)−1(qn+1 − qn ) − λ
∂ f n+1
∂qn+1
]
dx = 0, ∀ p ∈ Vq , (126)
δF(χn+1, l˙) =
∫

l˙ f n+1dx = 0, ∀ l˙ ∈ Vλ. (127)
In the sequel of this subsection, we neglect for simplicity the iteration step indices. From the existence theory
of linearized elasticity, we know that
u˙ ∈ [H1()]3, ε˙ ∈ [L2()]6, σ˙  ∈ [L2()]6, if σ˙ i j = ∇w(ε˙i j ). (128)
We can show easily from the yield condition and the evolutionary law that
{ε˙pi j , q˙, q, λ˙} ∈ L2(), for every fixed t. (129)
Indeed, from (110)5, we obtain that ε˙ei j ∈ L2(). Then, from (110)5, (110)1 and (110)4, we obtain that
ε˙
p
i j ∈ L2(). We conclude that the functional setting introduced by the spaces V,Vε,Vσ ,Vq ,Vλ is the
natural setting for all admissible variations. Consequently, we can pass to the two-scale convergence limits [4]
in the Euler–Lagrange Eqs. (122)–(127), since all functions are bounded in L2().
7.2 An attempt to passing to the two-scale limits in the Euler–Lagrange equations: properties of the
microinternal variables and the microevolutionary laws
In this subsection, by passing to the two-scale convergence limit in (122)–(127) we will obtain the global
limiting equations satisfied by the microvariables. More specifically, following exactly the same procedure
with Tsalis et al. [208], we can verify from (122) and (123) that the heterogeneous stress and strain converge to
the microstress and microstrain defined in the first subsection of this section, related to the microdisplacement
(55) and satisfying
σ n+1 ⇀ts σ 0n+1 satisfying n+1 =
1
|Y |
∫
Y
σ 0n+1( y)d y, (130)
where ⇀ts denotes the two-scale convergence, and
εn+1 ⇀ts ε0n+1 = sym∇x u0 + sym∇ yu1(x, y) satisfying E =
1
|Y |
∫
Y
ε0n+1( y)d y. (131)
We note that in (131) we used the two-scale convergence lemma for the gradient of a function [4]. We also
note that the two-scale convergence of (122) gives the global (macro-) equation of equilibrium as well as the
cell equation by a suitable choice of admissible variation functions [208].
From (124) and (125) choosing r = rp ,
∫

rp : ∂w
e
n+1
∂εen+1
dx →ts
∫

∫
Y
rp0 : σ 0n+1d ydx = 0, rp0 ∈ Vε. (132)
Therefore, the two-scale limit of the heterogeneous energy gradient is indeed the microstress,
∂wen+1
∂εen+1
= Cen+1 : εen+1 ⇀ σ 0n+1. (133)
From (127), ∫

1
|Y |
∫
Y
l˙0 f 0n+1d ydx = 0. (134)
Equation (134) shows the existence of a microyield function f 0n+1. The form of this function cannot be deduced
from the heterogeneous properties, since it is a nonlinear function (see (110)1) and σ εn+1, qεn+1 converge only
weakly to σ 0n+1, q0n+1. However, starting from an assumed microyield function in terms of the microvariables
σ 0n+1, q0n+1, ε
p0
n+1,
f 0n+1(σ 0n+1, q0n+1) = ‖s0n+1‖+q0n+1 −
√
2
3
(σ 0Y )n+1 ≤ 0, (135)
yields (127). Similarly, we cannot obtain explicit homogenized forms from the nonlinear (125) and (126), but
only that an (unknown) function of ε˙p0 and an (unknown) function of q˙ p0 are related to the microyield surface.
However, a sufficient condition for the global dissipation is that the evolutionary equations for the microplastic
strain rate and the microhardening, resulting from the microdissipation inequality as Euler–Lagrange equations,
are satisfied at every point y of the unit cell. The physical meaning of this mathematical conclusion is that the
microevolutionary equations are precisely the Euler–Lagrange equations for the microdissipation inequality.
In other words, the satisfaction of the microdissipation inequality is a sufficient condition for the satisfaction of
the dissipation inequality of the heterogeneous body. We conclude that the microfunctions are divided in two
categories. The first category comprises microdisplacement u0, microstress σ 0 and microstrain ε0, which are
exactly the two-scale convergence limits of the heterogeneous Euler–Lagrange equations and are controlled
directly by the macrostrain path. The second category, which comprises the set of discretized internal variables
εp0 and q0, is derived uniquely from the microdissipation inequality d0 ≥ 0 for a choice of the microyield
function f 0. Therefore, the combination of the two-scale convergence and the microdissipation leads to the
proposed by Tsalis et al. [208] computational scheme.
8 Exact mathematical homogenization of the elastoplastic model
The fundamental assumptions for the homogenization of the generalized standard materials presented in
Sects. 5 and 7 are (i) the existence of a global free energy which can be expressed as the mean value of the
heterogeneous free energies and (ii) that, at the same time, the above function must be considered as a function
of the internal microvariables [see (82)]. These assumptions permitted the application of Mandel–Hill’s lemma
and the mathematical treatment of the variation of the effective energy resulting to the definition of effective
generalized forces [see (88)–(90)]. The first assumption is a consequence of the principle of additivity of
energy. The same principle is assumed to hold for the dissipation [see (91)]. It is obvious that this is not
a rigorous mathematical proof that the heterogeneous dissipation inequality, which gives the heterogeneous
constitutive evolution of the internal parameters, converges to the effective dissipation inequality for the
corresponding effective functions. This lack of rigorous mathematical homogenization will be compensated
in this subsection, which is devoted to a more recent literature concerning this matter [66–68,175,183,213].
Concerning heterogeneous perfect elastoplasticity, Francfort and Giacomini [66] pointed out that the plastic
strain rate ε˙p is merely a measure, while the stress field s is typically not continuous, so that their product is not a
priori meaningful. But that product plays an important role in the analysis of the problem; it also represents the
mechanical dissipation. We recall that the mathematical homogenization consists in setting the heterogeneous
problem, proving the existence of solutions independently of the heterogeneity parameter ε and then passing
to the limit for ε → ∞ to obtain the homogenized problem. However, unless the problem is a problem of one-
dimensional plasticity [34–37], the limit problem involves an additional unknown, the microdisplacement [see
for instance (55)], together with an additional partial differential equation, the microequilibrium equation, and
it cannot give directly the effective evolution constitutive law, since upscaling (elimination of microvariable)
is needed.
8.1 On the slip lines in elastoplasticity
Limit analysis is concerned with estimation of the collapse load in a direct (non-iterative) manner. The mecha-
nism of deformation of a structure subjected to a gradually increasing load is the following: At the beginning,
yield zones are still contained by elastic regions, but, as the loading is kept increasing, plastic zones communi-
cate to create larger plastic regions becoming more and more important than the remaining elastic ones, whose
role becomes more and more unimportant. The limit structure is a “mechanism” under collapse load, that is
estimated bypassing the spreading phase of the contained plastic flow [42], allowing comparison with FEM
elastoplastic solution which are difficult to perform when the boundaries of the plastic regions start to expand
rapidly. Limit analysis is a theory applied to an ideal structure, at which, for constant loading, the deforma-
tion can increase illimitely, without hardening of the material and geometrical changes of the structure. Two
known theorems, the upper- and the lower-bound theorems, furnish a range of values for the collapse load
based respectively on a statically admissible stress field (satisfying equilibrium and yield conditions) and a
kinematically admissible velocity field (satisfying kinematic compatibility and the flow rule associated with
a yield criterion). The exact solution corresponds to all three requirements: equilibrium, compatibility, and
constitutive relations. By a suitable choice of stress and velocity fields, the above range of values can be found
as narrow as necessary for the particular structure and loading. In the application of the upper-bound theorem,
one has to consider the rate of internal dissipation σ : ε˙p, where σ satisfies the yield condition. Dissipation can
be determined uniquely by a given plastic strain rate, contrarily to the stresses. When the plastic strain rate is
continuous, expressions for different yield criteria are given as functions of the existing maximal engineering
plastic strain rate and the uniaxial compression strength of the material (von Mises or Tresca criteria), or the
principal compressive and tensile components of the plastic strain rate, the uniaxial compression and tension
strengths and the internal friction of the material (Mohr–Coulomb criterium). In the context of the upper-bound
theorem, it is assumed the existence of discontinuous velocities across moving internal surfaces (as distinct
from fracture) or on the boundary of the structure, which idealize a continuous strain rate distribution with
extremely rapid change across a thin transition layer. It is worth noticing that the dissipation occuring in this
layer converges to a finite value as the thickness of the layer tends to zero [42]. In engineering applications,
the discontinuity surface in Prandtl–Reuss or Tresca materials is the simplest one, across which the tangential
velocity changes, separating the structure to two rigid blocks by a thin transition band, where the shear strain
rate is uniform, and the occuring dissipation is approximated by the yield stress in simple shear multiplied
by the relative velocity of the two blocks, independently of the thickness of the layer, that can be taken as
small as one wishes. The above consequences of the mathematical theory of small-strain plasticity reveal the
inconsistency of the above model, since velocity jumps cannot coexist with small-strain theories, as Tartar has
repeatedly pointed out (see the discussion of Francfort and Giacomini [69]; for a number of questions related
to homogenization and addressed to physicists by Tartar, see the introduction of his related work [201]), but it
is still the most popular model.
8.1.1 Approximating discontinuities
It is now clear that the functional setting for the variational problems of perfect plasticity is more complicated
than the functional setting of hardening materials, since (as obviously the setting of softening plasticity) it is
a space B D(). As mentioned before, in limit analysis discontinuities are allowed, either in displacements
(strong discontinuities) or in strain (weak discontinuities) [88]. In mechanics-oriented words, strong discon-
tinuities appear as slip lines, while weak discontinuities appear as shear bands. Shear bands act as precursor
of material instabilities and since the end of the 80’s are fully understood (see the review of Needleman and
Tvergaard [152], as well as Wright [218] and Jirásek [97] for a useful objective modeling). Concerning strong
Fig. 1 Illustration of weak and strong discontinuities
Fig. 2 Approximation of a function exhibiting a jump across the surface 
discontinuities induced by strain softening, Simo et al. [178] present an analysis based on the distributional
interpretation of the softening law, which provides the perfectly plastic elastoplastic moduli, the associated
acoustic tensor (independent of the softening modulus), the direction of the slip lines and the strength of the
jump discontinuity. Moreover, the same authors verify these results by a regularizing finite element method
in order to capture the functions of bounded variation without introducing viscosity parameters. Simo et al.
[178], as well as Simo [179] (which extends these ideas to the finite strain deformation), base the proposed
numerical approach on the decomposition of the functions of the motion into a regular and a discontinuous
part, with the regular part satisfying the prescribed kinematic and static boundary conditions.
Continuum mechanics coexist with some discontinuous phenomena, such as slip lines in soils, shear bands
in metals and cracks in rocks. The above phenomena are characterized by jumps in the displacement field which
develop across fixed surfaces , called material surfaces of discontinuity, as for instance the interfaces between
highly different components in composites, and may act as precursor to failure. They have to be distinguished
from weak discontinuities (jumps in the strain field, with continuous, non-smooth, displacement), developing
along moving (non-material) surfaces, studied by various authors [15,158,160,177,178], who presented a
consistent theory in order to bridge the gap between continuum and discrete approaches to the strain localization
phenomena that they called “strong discontinuities.”
In Fig. 1, one-dimensional weak and strong discontinuities are depicted, together with the corresponding
strains. In the first case, the strain exhibits a jump accross , while in the second case the strain is a measure.
In Fig. 2, we see the approximation of a function exhibiting a jump across the surface , in an one-
dimensional representation.
In Fig. 3a , we see the approximating function for δ very small, from which tnω = [|u|]δ . In Fig. 3b, the
gradient of the approximating function is depicted.
(a) (b)
Fig. 3 a A function u and b its gradient, when u exhibits a jump across a surface . The jump is approximated with the help of
a small step δ
We easily verify that the area A remains, for every δ, equal to the jump [|u|]. Recalling that the Heaviside
function H(x) is defined as H(x) = 1,∀x ∈  and H(x) = 0,∀x ∈ −, where  splits the body  into
two parts + and − with n being the unit normal vector pointing to +, as well as that the Dirac’s (line)
delta function δ is defined by
∫

δψd =
∫

δψd S,∀ψ ∈ C∞0 (), the above approximations leads to
the representation (viewed in the sense of distributions) of the displacement as
u(x, t) = uR(x, t) + H[|u|](x, t), (136)
where [|u|](x, t) is a function describing the jumps, assumed to vary continuously everywhere in the body,
while uR(x, t) is the regular part of the displacement. The assumption of continuously varying jumps can be
omitted and is adopted here only for simplicity. Thus every jump of the displacement field is defined as
[|u|](x, t) |x∈= [|u|], (137)
and the corresponding strain is defined as
ε = sym(∇u) = sym(∇uR) + H sym(∇[|u|]) + δ sym([|u|] ⊗ n). (138)
The last term is deduced from
∂ H
∂xi
= niδ . It is worth noticing that the part ε = sym(∇uR)+H sym(∇[|u|])
is absolutely continuous (AC), while the part δ sym([|u|] ⊗ n) is a singularly distributed part, a measure. In
Sect. 8.3 a consistent mathematical theory concerning the functional setting and the existence theory of perfectly
plastic materials is presented. It is also important to add that, in the case that the jump varies discontinuously
in the body, the strain depends on an additional term which is discontinuous [137]. In the above reference, an
excellent overview of the strong discontinuity approach (SDA) is given, where the fundamentals of the SDA
are illustrated and compared to those of other, “discrete” models. Additionally, the numerical implementation
of SDA is presented in an improved algorithmic framework using the return mapping algorithm.
8.1.2 Discrete constitutive equation on a discontinuity surface with intrinsic softening parameter
In various articles [15,158–160,177,178], the SDA provides a discrete constitutive equation at the discontinuity
path, which is consistent with the continuum constitutive equation, in such a way that the partial differential
equations of the problem are well posed and the strain localization is allowed. The stress is assumed to
be bounded everywhere in , the traction vector is assumed to be continuous across  and the surface of
discontinuity is assumed to be fixed with a normal n at any point, provided by the stress level at the initiation
time.
The well posedness of the problem is ensured by the introduction of an intrinsic softening parameter of
Dirac’s delta structure (i.e., a measure), into the constitutive equation, making possible to regroup the bounded
as well as the singular parts and deduce two separate constitutive laws. The intrinsic softening parameter is a
material property related to the fracture energy of the bulk material. Since the softening parameter is a measure
concentrated at the discontinuity surfaces, a perfect damage or perfect plasticity problem can be approached
from a softening branch in the constitutive law. In this subsection, the above concept will be presented for the
elastic-softening case (see the work by Oliver [159] for the general framework). The model is described by
σ˙ = C : (ε˙ − ε˙p), (139)
ε˙p = λ˙ ∂ f
∂σ
, (140)
q˙ = −λ˙H∂ f
∂q
, (141)
where f (σ , q) = fˆ (σ ) + q − σY , λ˙ ≥ 0, f (σ , q) ≤ 0, λ˙ f (σ , q) = 0, and where it is assumed that H != 0
and
1
H =
1
Hδ +
1
H∗ . (142)
It is obtained from f˙ = 0 and (141) that
1
H
∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ = − 1H q˙ = λ˙; (143)
hence, using (142),
λ˙ = 1H
∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ δ + 1H∗ ∇ f : σ˙ . (144)
On the other hand, using again (141) and (142),
λ˙ = λδ + λ∗ = − 1H q˙δ −
1
H∗ q˙. (145)
The plastic multiplier can also be obtained from f˙ = 0, the constitutive law (139) and (140) as
λ˙ =
∂ f
∂σ
: C : ε˙
H + ∂ f
∂σ
: C : ∂ f
∂σ
. (146)
Using again (139) and (140), we obtain the incremental constitutive law
σ˙ = Cep : ε˙, (147)
where Cep is the elastoplastic tangent constitutive fourth-order tensor, whose element i jkl is given by
Cepi jkl = Ci jkl − Ci jpq
∂ f
∂σpq
∂ f
∂σmn
Cmnkl
H + ∂ f
∂σmn
Cmnpq
∂ f
∂σpq
. (148)
Recalling again that H != 0 and using (142),
ε˙ = (Cep)−1 : σ˙ = (C)−1 : σ˙ + δH
∂ f
∂σ
⊗ ∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ + 1H∗
∂ f
∂σ
⊗ ∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ . (149)
We verify that the strain is divided into a bounded part
ε˙e + ε˙p = (Cep)−1 : σ˙ = (C)−1 : σ˙ + 1H∗
∂ f
∂σ
⊗ ∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ (150)
and a singulary distributed part (a measure) of plastic nature
δ
H
∂ f
∂σ
⊗ ∂ f
∂σ
: σ˙ . (151)
Simo et al. [178] consider solutions for which λ∗ = 0 to show that
Q ·[|u˙|] = λ
(
C :
[
∂ f
∂σ
]

)
·n on , (152)
where Q := n ·C ·n is the elastic acoustic tensor at .
For thermodynamical consistency reasons, the above procedure is restricted to the case of a softening
material (H∗ < 0),H < 0 and is written here only formally in order to obtain the essence of the SDA.
However, in Sect. 8.4.4, a complete mathematical treatment of the slip lines in perfect elastoplasticity will be
presented.
Since the stress is smooth and the stress-like internal variable q is a bounded function having at most jump
discontinuities, the yield condition is valid under its classical form f (σ , q) ≤ 0. Then, rate of yield function
on  yields to the regular part of plastic multiplier
λ =| [|u˙|] | ,  :=
⎡
⎢⎢⎣
(
C : ∂ f
∂σ
)
: n ⊗ m
∂ f
∂σ
: C : ∂ f
∂σ
⎤
⎥⎥⎦

, |m| = 1, [|u˙|] =| [|u˙|] | ·m. (153)
Then, recalling (152), the perfectly elastoplastic moduli on  and the associated acoustic tensor, respectively,
take the form
(C)ep =
⎡
⎢⎢⎣C −
(
C : ∂ f
∂σ
)
⊗
(
C : ∂ f
∂σ
)
∂ f
∂σ
: C : ∂ f
∂σ
⎤
⎥⎥⎦

, Qep := n ·(C)ep ·n on . (154)
Combining (154) with (152) again gives the direction of the slip line m,
m := [|u˙|]| [|u˙|] | , Q
ep
 ·m = 0, (155)
and the strength of the jump discontinuity, which is uniquely defined by the softening modulus,
| [|u˙|] |= 1
H
[(
C : ∂ f
∂σ
)
: sym∇
]

. (156)
It is worth noticing that the direction of the slip line (155) is exactly the same in the perfectly plastic case [61].
The finite element method presented by Simo et al. [178] approximates the regular part of the displacement
of the 1-D problem by continuous piecewise linear functions NA(x) as in the Galerkin method, and the singular
part of the displacement by piecewise discontinuous functions with compact support HA(x). The displacement
is considered in the form
u(x, t) = u(x, t)R +
m∑
i=1
Hξi [|ui |], (157)
allowing for m jump discontinuities. The regular part is ideally approximated by continuous piecewise linear
functions, while the singular interpolation part HA is regularized via a sequence of continuous functions HkA.
For the next steps, including reparameterization of the displacement field in order to take into account the total
boundary displacements, and the final interpolation in terms of relative nodal jumps, the reader is invited to
see the work of Simo et al. [178].
Ebobisse and Reddy [61] presented a direct approach of the quasistatic primal problem in the bounded
deformation and measures setting, without expanding the bilinear form
a(w(t), z) =
∫

(ε(v) − q) : C : (ε(u) − p)dx,
since expansion reveals undesirable products of measures. The flow rule σ ∈ ∂ D, for a dissipation D corre-
sponding to the von Mises criterion, is written in the form s = c0 ε˙
p
|ε˙p| , c0 =
√
2
3
σY and then the solution of
x1
σ¯2 x2
x3
x2
σ¯2
d
Fig. 4 Schematic representation of a biaxial test [72]
the primal problem is obtained as a weak limit of an interpolated solution of discretized problems. Denoting
by wn the backward difference of w, the discretized flow rule for the step n is written
sn = c0 ε
p
n
|εpn|
= c0 γ n|γ n|
, γ n := e(un) − εpn−1, (158)
for the absolutely continuous part of the plastic deformation. Due to the presence of time derivative, the
nonlinear relation s = c0 ε˙
pa
| ε˙pa | does not hold in the form s ∈ ∂ H(ε˙
pa). The complete mathematical analysis
of this problem is presented by Francfort and Giacomini [66].
8.1.3 On the uniqueness of elastic-perfectly plastic processes
In elastic-perfectly plastic evolutions, there exists uniqueness of the stress in the one-dimensional case. In the
work by Kalamkarov et al. [102] uniqueness under a very specific loading is proven. In the two- or three-
dimensional setting no examples of uniqueness can be found, except in the case study of Francfort et al.
[72]. In that paper, the authors prove uniqueness in the three-dimensional case assuming a set of boundary
conditions which is different from the assumptions of the theory of Dal Maso et al. [47] presented in Sect. 3.
More specifically, a set of mixed type boundary conditions is assumed, for which on part Su of the boundary
the normal displacement u ·n is controlled, while the tangential traction (σ ·n)τ remains nul. The above case
is visualized by a biaxial test of a rectangular prismatic bar produced by tensile traction σ 2 following x2-axis,
whose lateral sides are allowed to slip along x2-axis without friction and have a known displacement along
x3-axis (Fig. 4).
For a von Mises material, in which K =
{
τ ∈ D3×3sym : |τ | ≤
√
2
3
σY
}
and H( p) =
√
2
3
σY | p|, p ∈ D3×3sym ,
the uniqueness depends on the interplay between the yield stress σY and the applied stress σ¯2. Let us see
in detail the results of Francfort et al. [72]. We note that the principal lines of the theory of the variational
quasistatic evolution for heterogeneous materials proposed by Francfort and Giacomini [66] will be presented
in Sect. 8.3. For a Su of class C2, Francfort et al. [72] set ε˙p(t) = ε˙pa(t) + ε˙ps(t). Then the flow rule is
described by the equations:
Flow rule for absolutely continuous plastic strain rate:
ε˙pa(t, x)
|ε˙pa(t, x)| ∈ NK (s(t, x)), for L
3 − a.e. x ∈ {|ε˙pa(t)| > 0}, (159)
or
|s(t, x)| =
√
2
3
σY and
ε˙pa(t, x)
|ε˙pa(t, x)| =
s(t, x)
|s(t, x)| , for L
3 − a.e. x ∈ {|ε˙pa(t)| > 0}. (160)
Boundary flow rule:
|[s(t) ·n]τ (x)| =
√
1
3σY , (161)
[s(t) ·n]τ (x)
|[s(t) ·n]τ (x)| =
u˙(t, x) − u˙(t, x)
|u˙(t, x) − u˙(t, x)| , for H
2 − a.e. x such that |u˙(t, x) − u˙(t, x)| > 0, (162)
u˙(t, x) = u˙(t, x), for H2 − a.e. x ∈
{
|[s(t) ·n]τ (x)| <
√
1
3
σY
}
. (163)
Flow rule on the singular support of ε˙p(t):
|sˆ(t, x)| =
√
2
3
σY and
ε˙ps(t)
|ε˙ps(t)| =
sˆ(t, x)
|sˆ(t, x)| , for |ε˙
ps(t)| − a.e. x ∈ , (164)
where sr → sˆr strongly in L1|ε˙ps (t)|(; D3sym) and σ r is the deviatoric part of stress average [66]
σ r (t, x) = 1|Br (x) ∩ |
∫
Br (x)∩
σ (t, z)dz, ∀ r > 0, x ∈ . (165)
As mentioned, the uniqueness for the stress depends on the relation between the applied stress σ¯2 and the
yield stress σY . Namely: (i) If σ 2 != σY√
3
, then there exists a unique quasistatic evolution, the homogeneous
elastic-perfectly plastic evolution defined dy equations (3.8) − −(3.10), (3.13), (3.14) relative to the initial
conditions (3.4), (3.1) of Section 3 in the paper of Francfort et al. [72]. (ii) If σ 2 = σY√
3
the solution is no more
the homogeneous solution of the previous case. The displacement exhibits a jump (t − tc)l( f 1 + f 3) across
the plane  = {x3 − x1} = l2 , where f i , i = 1, 2, 3 are the unit vectors along the axis xi , i = 1, 2, 3. The
plastic strain rate on  is given by
ε˙p = (t − tc) l√
2
(− f 1 ⊗ f 1 + f 3 ⊗ f 3)H2 on , (166)
where tc = 12E ((1 − 2ν)σ 2 +
√
4σ 2Y − 3σ 22, u3 = tl on x3 = l, t a computation time. It is worth
noticing that, since d < l, the slip surface  can be translated vertically to infinite parallel surfaces
a =
{
x + a f 3 : x ∈ , |a| <
l − d
2
}
, along which the plastic slip can also take place [72]. It is also proven
that the plastic strain there is of the form [72]
εp(t, x) = η(t)(− f 1 ⊗ f 1 + f 3 ⊗ f 3), η ∈ W 1,1([0,∞); M+1 ()), (167)
where η is given by
η(t) = (t − tc)[ζ−(x1 − x3) + ζ+(x1 + x3)], ζ−, ζ+ ∈ M+(R) (168)
and ζ−, ζ+ two-dimensional Radon measures defined by
< ζ−(x1 − x3), ψ > = 12
∫ [
ψ
(
u + v
2
,
−u + v
2
)
dζ−(u)
]
dv, ψ ∈ C∞c (2), (169)
< ζ+(x1 + x3), ψ > = 12
∫ [
ψ
(
u + v
2
,
u − v
2
)
dζ+(u)
]
]dv, ψ ∈ C∞c (2), (170)
which is a wave solution of Cantor type.
8.2 On the criteria of shear banding in heterogeneous elastoplastic evolutions
In one-dimensional adiabatic thermoviscoplasticity, criteria for the emergence of shear bands are related to the
structure of the partial differential equations of momentum and energy describing the process and coincide with
the conditions under which strain or/and temperature blows-up as a consequence of instability at a finite time.
These criteria involve two stabilizing factors (strain hardening and strain rate sensitivity) and one destabilizing
factor, the thermal softening [211]. In perfect plasticity, the only evidence of such discontinuities appears as
singular limit of numerically computed high strains, without being extracted from the equations of plastic
flow themselves [71], in the exception of Halphen [78]. Halphen [78] proposes an ad hoc flow rule in the
jumps similar to the bulk flow rule. This lack of mathematically consistent criteria for the formation of slip
lines in von Mises heterogeneous plasticity is covered in Francfort et al. [72], where the authors recover the
classical flow rule by establishing a theorem based on “rather delicate duality arguments,” and a boundary
flow rule, originally derived in an earlier paper [66], which is a new ingredient in the modern formulation of
elastoplasticity. Francfort et al. [71] proved for the first time a unified criterium for the possible stresses along
the slip surfaces and for their directions, as a consequence of the proof of an additional flow rule acting on
these surfaces. It is worth noticing that this criterium is the same with the criterium intuitively proposed by
Halphen [78]. It allows for formulating a general result that may impose the absence of any plastic slip during
a time interval of the quasistatic evolution, provided that the load and the initial conditions are sufficiently
regular. This natural outcome of the variational evolution agrees with experiment evidence of shear banding,
for which boundary and initial conditions are crucial. In this subsection we present the principal results of
Francfort et al. [71], by recalling that details of the generic method of Francfort and Giacomini [66] will be
presented in Sect. 8.3.
The Cauchy stress must satisfy the balance equations −divσ (t) = b(t), in , σ (t)·n = t(t) on St and the
yield condition |s(t, x)| ≤
√
2
3
σY for a.e. x ∈ . The plastic flow is conditioned by the equality of dissipation
rate and the plastic work
√
2
3
σY |ε˙p| =< s(t), ε˙p > as measures on  ∪ Su , where, as defined, < s(t), ε˙p >
denotes the duality between deviatoric stress and plastic strain rate explained by Francfort and Giacomini [66].
Then the absolutely continuous part of the plastic strain rate ε˙pa ∈ L1(D3×3sym ) follows the flow rule (159) or(160), while
ε˙pa(t, x) = 0, for L3 − a.e. x ∈
{
|s(t)| <
√
2
3
σY
}
. (171)
Moreover, the boundary tangential traction and the boundary displacement satisfy the flow rule (161)-(163).
The singular part of plastic strain rate obeys to the flow rule (164). The new ingredient is the following flow
rule for plastic slips [72]:
Flow rule on a slip surface u˙(t) The approximate stress sˆ(t) satisfies
|sˆ(t, x)| =
√
2
3
σY and
[|u˙(t, x)|]  nu˙(t)
|[|u˙(t, x)|]  nu˙(t)| =
sˆ(t, x)
|sˆ(t, x)| , for H
2 − a.e. x ∈ u˙(t). (172)
In particular, there exists a basis (e´1, e´2, e´3) such that sˆ(t, x) = diag
(
− σY√
3
, 0,
σY√
3
)
. Moreover, the orthog-
onal lines determined by (u˙(t, x), nu˙(t,x)) are bisected by (e´1, e´2) (and vice versa). The authors use this result
in order to formulate a condition which prevents the formation of slip surfaces:
Absence of plastic slips For an open A ⊆ , let the Cauchy stress satisfies (i) H2(St (t) ∩ A) and (ii) the
Lebesgue values σ˜ (t, x) for x ∈ A do not satisfy sˆ(t, x) = diag
(
− σY√
3
, 0,
σY√
3
)
. Then, no plastic slip can
occur on A in the interval [t1, t2], i.e., for every t ∈ [t1, t2],
[|u(t)|]  nu(t)H2(u(t) ∩ A) = [|u(t)|]  nu(t1)H2(u(t1) ∩ A). (173)
In particular, if H2(u(t1) ∩ A) = 0, then for every t ∈ [t1, t2],
εp(t) = εpa(t)L3 + εc(u(t)) on A, εp(t) ∈ L1(; D3sym). (174)
As a consequence, if any tangential traction on Su is such that |[s(t) · n]τ | <
√
1
3
σY , H
2 − a.e. on A ∩u S,
then no plastic slips occur on A (boundary included) in [t1, t2]. The above condition of non-slip will be
implied by suitable regularity on the Cauchy stress, namely by assuming that the body force and the initial
stress are sufficiently regular, specifically b ∈ AC(0, T ; L2(; 3)), t ∈ AC(0, T ; L∞(St ; 3)), Db ∈
L∞(0, T ; L3loc(; M3×3)), #b ∈ L∞(0, T ; L3loc(; 3)), σ 0 ∈ H1loc(; M3×3sym )). Then the stress satisfies
for a.e. time in (0, T ) the regularity σ ∈ L∞(0, T ; H1loc(; M3×3sym )), with Lebesgue points that have full
H2 − measure in . This ensures the following:
No-slip sufficient condition: Let A ⊆  be an open set such that there exists η > 0 with the principal
deviatoric stresses s1 ≤ s2 ≤ s3 satisfying
∣∣∣∣s1(t, x) + σY√3
∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣s2(t, x)∣∣+
∣∣∣∣s3(t, x) − σY√3
∣∣∣∣ ≥ η for a.e. x ∈ A
and a.e. t ∈ [t1, t2]. Then no plastic slip can occur on A in [t1, t2].
8.3 Recent trends in heterogeneous elastoplastic evolutions
The essential heterogeneity features are those concerning elasticity coefficients, yield surfaces and interfaces
between material constituents. Solombrino [183] proposed the extension of the existence theory of Dal Maso et
al. [47], presented in Sect. 3, to the heterogeneous case. In that paper, in order to overcome the difficulties posed
by the presence of discontinuities in the space of plastically admissible stresses, only special (useful) cases
of constituents are assumed, as that of where all phases are von Mises materials with different elasticity and
yield functions. This case includes applications of great technological interest, such as bimetallic composites
or composites made of fiber-reinforced matrix. However, pressure-dependent constituents, as polymers, are
excluded. A more general consideration of the quasistatic problem of heterogeneous materials is presented by
Francfort and Giacomini [66]. The first goal of that paper is the minimum requirements concerning the duality
between stress and plastic strain, by relaxing the conditions assumed by Kohn and Temam [106] and revisited
by Dal Maso et al. [47]. More specifically, it is shown in Sect. 6 of the work by Francfort and Giacomini [66]
that a Lipschitz regularity of S together with appropriate regularity on ∂S Su are sufficient to define a global
(i.e., not separately in the interior of the domain and on its Dirichlet boundary) dissipation duality.
The proposed theory is founded on an existence theorem for a multi-component composite under the
assumption that tangent stress to the interfaces, [σ ·n]τ , satisfies both plastically admissible sets [K i ·n]τ , i =
1, 2 of the two components separated by this interface, where K i are the admissible sets at x ∈ i , i = 1, 2.
The authors remark that such a condition is known in limit analysis, citing the work of Suquet [190]. The
authors emphasize the fact that, under this assumption, there is no need to consider the intersection of K i on
boundary, nor to impose an ordering of the admissible sets of different components. Then, the existence result
of Solombrino [182] is recovered under Lipschitz assumption for the boundary:
Theorem: Existence result of a quasistatic evolution. Consider a geometrically admissible multi-component
domain . Assume that the elastic coefficients and the continuous, convex and 1-homogeneous dissipation
potential satisfy usual upper and lower bounds. Let the initial conditions (u0, ε0, εp0) ∈ A(u(0)) fulfill the
global stability condition (see Sect. 3.3) Q(εe(t)) ≤ Q(η) + R(q − εp(t)) for every elastic strain η and for
every plastic strain q, where the dissipation functional is defined by R(εp) := ∫
∪Su H
(
x,
εp
|εp|
)
d|εp| and
the total elastic energy is defined by Q(εe) = 12
∫

εe : C : εe. Then there exists a quasistatic evolution {t →
(u(t), εe(t), εp(t)), t ∈ [0, T ]} relative to the boundary displacement u(t) such that (u(0), εe(0), εp(0)) =
(u0, εe0, ε
p
0). Moreover, under the additional assumption that the interfaces can be approximated by piecewise
C2 surfaces, it is proven [66] that the above evolution satisfies equilibrium, boundary conditions as well as
admissibility conditions of a classical evolution:
Theorem: Equilibrium and stress admissibility. Consider a C2-geometrically admissible multi-component
domain and an evolution t → (u(t), εe(t), εp(t)) ∈ A(u(t) satisfying the global stability inequality and the
energy equality. Then, for every t ∈ [0, T ], the stress satisfies the balance equations and the plastic admissibility
in the constituents. Moreover, along the inner interfaces  and on the Dirichlet boundary Su ,
[s ·n]τ (x) ∈ K(x), for H2 − a.e. x ∈ , (175)
∃ [s(t) ·n]τ such that [s(t) ·n]τ ∈ [K i (x) ·n(x)]τ , for H2 − a.e. x ∈ u ∩ ¯i , (176)
where K(x) := [K i (x) ·n(x)]τ ∩ [K j (x) ·n(x)]τ ⊆ 3 and  is an inner interface..
We note that the proof is based on a definition of a tangential stress on  ⊂ ∂ A, where A a arbitrary
Lipschitz subdomain of  with outer normal n such that [σ · n]τ ∈ L∞(; 3), with ‖[σ · n]τ‖∞ ≤ ‖s‖∞,
and on a smooth approximation σ k ∈ C∞( A¯; M3sym) of σ k satisfying
σ k → σ in L2(A; M3sym), divσ k → divσ in L2(A; 3), ‖sk‖∞ ≤ ‖s‖∞. (177)
The above admissibility constraint on the interfaces and on the Dirichlet boundary ”…seems to be lacking in the
existing literature” [66]. Emphasis is given by the authors on the different situation arising in homogenization
[68].
Additionally, the classical flow rule is recovered in Sect. 3 of the work of Francfort and Giacomini [66], at
the interfaces as well as on the Dirichlet boundary, “which seems to be a missing ingredient in the mechanics
literature on elastoplasticity”:
Theorem 8.1 Flow rule at the interfaces and on the Dirichlet boundary: For geometrically admissible multi-
component domain and admissible ∂∂S Su (i.e., H2(∂∂S Su) = 0). Then, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ],
ε˙p(x)
|ε˙p(x)| ∈ NK (x)(s(t, x)) for a.e. x ∈ {|ε˙
p(x)| > 0, (178)
u˙i (t,x)−u˙ j (t,x)
|u˙i (t,x)−u˙ j (t,x)| ∈ NK(x)([s(t) ·n]τ (x)) for H2 a.e. x ∈ {|u˙i (t, x) − u˙ j (t, x)| > 0}, (179)
where u˙i (t), u˙ j (t) are the traces on the interface i j of the restrictions of u˙(t) to the constituents i and
 j , respectively, and n points from  j to i , while NK(x)(τ ) denotes the normal cone to K(x) at a
tangent vector τ⊥n(x). Moreover, there exists a tangential stress [s(t) · n)]τ such that, for H2 a.e. x ∈
Su ∩ ¯i with |u˙(t, x) − u˙ j (t, x)| > 0},
u˙(t, x) − u˙(t, x)
|u˙(t, x) − u˙(t, x)| ∈ N[K i (x) · n(x)]τ ([s(t) ·n]τ (x)). (180)
Flow rule (180) holds for a well-chosen tangential trace of the traction along the Dirichlet boundary (see
Theorem on stress admissibility on interfaces and Dirichlet boundary), which can be shown to be uniquely
determined if Su \ ∂′ is of class C2. Moreover, the authors emphasize the fact that, under strict convexity
assumption on the set of admissible stresses in the constituents, a flow rule on the support of the singular part
of ε˙p in the constituents can be established. Numerical methods on elastoplasticity problems need to consider
the above theorems concerning the admissibility and the flow rule on interfaces and boundary, under sufficient
smoothness assumptions on the Dirichlet boundary, the interfaces, and the relative boundary of the Dirichlet
boundary.
Finally, Hill’s principle of maximum plastic work, adequately defined by the duality between stress and
plastic strain, is recovered [66], revealing more information than the above flow rules, since it is not restricted
to the Lebesgue-absolutely continuous part of ε˙:
Theorem: Hill’s principle. Under admissible multi-component domain and relative boundaries of the Dirich-
let boundary, the plastic work is maximal for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], i.e.,
< s(t), ε˙p(t) > ( ∪ Su) = max{< ζ, ε˙p(t) > ( ∪ Su) : z ∈ K}, z deviatoric of ζ. (181)
It is worth noticing that it is proven [66] that introducing a vanishingly small (linear, isotropic) hardening in the
above models yields to a plastic strain that cannot concentrate, so that the dissipation potential along interfaces
is irrelevant and the limit coincide with the above elastoplastic evolution.
8.4 Recent trends in homogenization of rate-dependent and rate-independent elastoplastic materials
8.4.1 Von Mises or Tresca materials
We first present the homogenization of von Mises or Tresca elastoplastic materials proposed by [213]. Here
we will present the principal lines of the case of von Mises materials where it is recalled that K stands for von
Mises’s yield criterium. For Tresca criterium the analysis follows similar steps. Using the subdifferential is
necessary since K may depend (and be highly oscillated) on y. The pointwise evolution equation (76), resulting
from the dissipation inequality (73) for every (generalized) force satisfying plastic criterium and involving the
corresponding internal parameters, is now replaced by the inclusion
ε˙p ≡ ∂ε
∂t
− C−1 : ∂σ
∂t
∈ ∂χK (σ ), (182)
where χK is the indicator function for Von Mises yield criterium K .
Since plastic deformation is incompressible, this inclusion is equivalent to a linear elastic relation between
stress and strain spheric components and the inclusion for the deviatoric strain rate
e˙ ∈ ∂χK (s) (⊂ D3×3s ). (183)
By the definition of subdifferential, this also reads
e˙ : (s − ξ) ≥ 0, for s ∈ K and for all ξ ∈ 9. (184)
Due to the plastic incompressibility, we recognize the plastic dissipation inequality, which forms the basis for
the minimization problem described in Sect. 3.1.
The general case of viscous materials can be treated by a lower semicontinuous convex function ϕ, with
inclusion
ε˙p ≡ ∂ε
∂t
− C−1 : ∂σ
∂t
∈ ∂ϕ(σ ). (185)
Using Fenchel’s properties [64], Visintin formulated the dissipation inequality problem by the, equivalent to
(185), inclusion
σ : ε˙p ∈ ∂ϕ(σ ) + ∂ϕ∗(ε˙p), (186)
where ϕ∗ is the convex conjugate function of ϕ.
ϕ∗ : N →  ∪ {+∞} : w → sup{ε˙p : σ − ϕ(σ ), σ ∈ N }. (187)
For von Mises perfect plasticity, ϕ = χK and
χ∗K : K →  ∪ {+∞} : ε˙p → sup{ε˙p : σ , σ ∈ K }. (188)
In terms of total strain, (186) is equivalent to
σ : ε˙ = ϕ(σ ) + ϕ∗(ε˙ − C−1 : σ˙ ) + 1
2
(σ : C−1 : σ ), (189)
which is the pointwise power balance, and, due to Fenchel properties, also to the inequality
σ : ε˙ ≥ ϕ(σ ) + ϕ∗(ε˙ − C−1 : σ˙ ) + 1
2
(σ : C−1 : σ ). (190)
Visintin reformulated the minimization of dissipation problem as a null minimization problem:
J (σ , ε) = inf J = 0, (191)
where
J (σ , ε) ≡
∫ ∫
T
[
−σ : ε˙ + ϕ(σ ) + ϕ∗(ε˙ − C−1 : σ˙ ) + 1
2
(σ : C−1 : σ )
]
dxdt. (192)
Visintin [213] presented the weak formulation of an initial boundary value problem and an existence theorem
for inhomogeneous viscoelastic materials exhibiting the evolution (182).
An extension of two-scale convergence to measures [12] is used in order to derive a two-length-scale model.
Then, any dependence on the microvariable y is eliminated in order to obtain a coarse-scale formulation, from
which the constitutive relation turns to be non-local in time (memory effect), and it is not clear whether it might
be rewritten as a gradient flow like the inclusion (185) in the unit cell. More specifically, it is shown an existence
theorem for the limit functions (u0, ε0, σ 0, ε˙p0), which are obtained from the solution (u, ε, σ , ε˙p) of
the initial boundary value problem as  → 0,
u ⇀ u0 weak star in (C00 (¯T × Y )3)′, (193)
ε = sym∇u ⇀ts ε0 = sym∇x u0 + sym∇ yu1 in (C00 (¯T × Y )3×3)′ (194)
σ  ⇀ts σ
0 weak star in L∞(T × Y )3×3, (195)
ε˙p ⇀ts ε˙
p0 weak star in (C00 (¯T × Y )3×3)′. (196)
where (C00 (¯T ×Y )3)′, or measures space, is the topological dual of the Banach space of continuous functions
from the space–time domain to Ns that vanish at the space–time boundary. We note the fact that the pointwise
inclusion
ε˙p0 in ∂ϕ(σ , y) a.e. in YT (197)
is equivalent to a global-in-time (integral) inequality, which is not clear if it can take the form of a gradient flow
rule as in (197), and consequently it cannot allow to prove the existence of an effective constitutive evolution
equation of the same form with the corresponding heterogeneous one.
8.4.2 Prager model with kinematic hardening
The situation seems to be more clear when the Prager model with kinematic hardening
ε˙p in ∂χ(σ − bεp), b ≥ β > 0 (198)
is studied [175]. The strict positivity of b is crucial in deriving the energy estimates needed for the existence
theorem (more specifically, in proving the L2(T )-boundness of ε˙p). The initial boundary value problem
describes the dynamic deformation, caused by initial displacement and stress, initial velocity, and initial
plastic strain rate as internal variable, of a body subjected only to volume forces. From this point of view, this
problem is useful since it corresponds to the most popular computational scheme in incremental elastoplasticity.
Schweizer and Veneroni prove an existence theorem of strong solutions u, εp, σ  of the sequence of problems
P
! u¨ − divσ  = b (199)
(C)−1 : σ  = sym∇u − ε˙p, (200)
ε˙p in ∂χ(σ  − bεp), (201)
and an existence theorem of strong solution u0 : T → Rn , u1 : T × Y → Rn , εp0, σ 0 : T × Y → T 3×3s
of the (homogenized) problem P0
!0u¨0 − divx
(∫
Y σ
0d y
) = b (202)
(C( y))−1 : σ 0 = sym∇x u0 + sym∇ yu1 − ε˙p0, (203)
ε˙p0 in ∂χ(σ 0 − b( y)εp0; y), (204)
div yσ 0 = 0. (205)
Then solutions of problem P converge to solution of problem P0 and
u˙ → u˙0, strong in [L2(T )]3, σ  ⇀
∫
Y
σ 0d y, ε˙p ⇀
∫
Y
ε˙p0d y, weak in [L2(T )]6. (206)
We note that the class of constitutive equations of monotone type described by Alber [3] includes the problem
P but not the limit problem P0.
8.4.3 Elastoplasticity with hardening by energetic solutions
The above regularizing effect of hardening is present in the works of Mielke and Timofte [139] and Visintin
[213] too. Mielke and Timofte [139] treat the model of linearized elastoplasticity with hardening by using
the notion of energetic solutions, “which is phrased in terms of a stability condition and an energy balance
of an energy storage functional and a dissipation functional.” In the sequel, we denote by q a heterogeneous
energetic solution q = (u, a), i.e., a solution satisfying the stability and energy conditions (34) and (35) in
Sect. 3.3, written in the form of the heterogenous problem (S, E)
E(t, u(t), a(t)) ≤ E(t, u˜, a˜) + R(a˜ − a(t)), ∀u˜, a˜ (207)
E(t, u, a(t)) +
∫ t
0
R(a˙(s))ds = E(0, u(0), a(0)) −
∫ t
0
< l˙(s) | u(s) > ds. (208)
The homogenized problem (S, E) is defined by
S(t, U(t), A(t)) ≤ E(t, U˜, A˜) + R( A˜ − A(t)), ∀U˜, A˜ (209)
E(t, U(t), A(t)) + ∫ t0 R( A˙(s))ds = E(0, U(0), A(0)) − ∫ t0 < l˙(s) | u0(s) > ds. (210)
Mielke and Timofte [139] prove that the solutions (u, a) of the -periodic problem (S, E) strongly
two-scale cross-converge to a solution (U, A) of the two-scale homogenized problem (S, E) under the sole
assumption that the initial conditions strongly two-scale cross-converge, namely
(u, a) ⇀ (u0, u1, A) ⇒ E(t, u0, u1, A) ≤ lim→0 inf E(t, u, a) and R(A) ≤ lim→0 inf R(a),(211)
∀(u0, u1, A) ∃((u, a)) : (u, a) → (u0, u1, A) and
E(t, u, a) → E(t, u0, u1, A), R(a) → R(A). (212)
For the definition of cross-convergence, the reader is invited to consult [139]. Roughly speaking, the definition of
weak (or strong) cross-convergence is equivalent to the weak (or strong) two-scale convergence of displacement,
strain, and internal variables satisfying stability and energy conditions. There are three important conditions
for the above convergence results: (i) the initial states are stable (including elastic equilibrium, (ii) the initial
states converge in the two-scale sense and (iii) the initial energies converge. Under these conditions, if we start
without any plasticity and the initial loading is small enough so that plasticity is not active, then (a) we have
stability and (b) conditions (ii) and (iii) follow from classical static homogenization theory [136].
8.4.4 Multi-phase perfectly elastoplastic composite
Francfort and Giacomini [68] confront the homogenization of the evolution of a periodic multi-phase elasto-
plastic composite without any regularizing effect. In their paper, the authors “pay close attention to the issue
of the duality between the stress fields which are essentially square-integrable functions and the plastic strains
which are bounded measures; they attempt to clearly circumscribe those steps where duality is truly needed.”
The authors first investigate the consequences of the existence result (maximal dissipation, flow rule,…) for
an evolution depended only on the microvariable, in order to use it for the homogenized problem, where both
macro- and microstructural variables coexist, as we saw above. Moreover, they revisit the two-scale conver-
gence of bounded measures in order to build the proper two-scale kinematics of elastoplasticity. Next, the
authors address the homogenization elastoplastic process by first proving a lower semicontinuity result for the
dissipation in a two-scale setting and an inequality between two-scale dissipation and two-scale plastic work.
Then they prove that the heterogeneous problem defined in their previous work [66] two-scale converges at
each time to a two-scale evolution on the two-scale limits u0(t, x), εe0(t, x, y) and εp0(t, x, y) of the dis-
placement, the elastic strain and the plastic strain, respectively. In the resulting equation, the dependence on
the microstructural variable y cannot be integrated out, contrarily to the case of Visintin [213], which results
to a thermodynamical model with an infinite number of internal variables, i.e., the plastic strains in the present
case. This is a very important difference with the approximation of Suquet [193], as well as with the analysis of
standard generalized materials described in Sect. 2.1, and with related computational techniques. Finally, the
authors address the question of nature of the above homogenized behavior, namely of its constitutive evolution
equation, and prove that, at almost every x, the two-scale plastic flow follows the rule of normality, progressing
normally to the y-dependent yield surface.
ΩΩ
Su
Fig. 5 Schematic representation of , ′ and Su
For the reader’s convenience, the principal lines of the above two-scale homogenization are presented in
the sequel.
Hypotheses:
1. Force-free conditions.
2. The distribution
< s, εp > (ψ) :=
∫

ψσi j (εei j (u) − εi j (u))dx
−1
2
∫

σi j
[
(ui − ui ) ∂ψ
∂x j
+ (u j − u¯ j ) ∂ψ
∂xi
]
dx, ∀ψ ∈ C∞c (R3) (213)
is a bounded Radon measure on R3 with |< s, εp >|≤ ‖s‖∞| εp |.
3. Usual assumptions on Hooke’s law, coercivity of elasticity tensor, convexity of the plasticity criterium,
positive one homogeneity, bounds, and interface properties of the dissipation potential.
4. Initial conditions (u0, ε
e
0 , ε
p
0 ) ∈ A(u(0)) for every , globally stable configurations, satisfying, for every
 → 0, u0 ⇀ u0 weakly star in B D(′), εe0 →ts εe0 two-scale strongly in L2(′×Y ; M3×3sym ), εp0 →ts∗ εp0
two-scale weakly in M1(′ × Y ; D3×3), where ′ ⊂ 3 open bounded set and such that  ⊂ ′ and
∂∩′ = Su (Fig. 5). Then we may extend (u, εe, εp) ∈ A(u) to ′ by setting u = u, εe = ε(u), εp = 0
on ′\¯.
Main result: Let t → (u(t), εe(t), εp(t)) be a quasistatic evolution relative to the boundary dis-
placement u(t) such that (u(0), εe(0), εp(0)) = (u0, εe0 , εp0 ). Then there exists n → 0 and a two-
scale quasistatic evolution t → (u0(t), ε0(t), εp0(t)) relative to the boundary displacement w(t) such that
(u0(0), ε0(0), εp0(0)) = (u0, εe0, εp0) and such that, still denoting n → 0 by  → 0,
u(t) ⇀∗ u0(t) weak star in B D(′), (214)
εe(t) ⇀ts εe0(t) two scale weak in L2(′ × Y ; M3×3sym ), (215)
εp(t) ⇀ts∗ εp0(t) two scale weak star in M1(′ × Y ; D3×3), (216)
for every t ∈ [0, T ].
The following important mechanics-oriented conclusions are included [66]:
Stress admissibility (micro equilibrium problem)
Let t → (u0(t), ε0(t), εp0(t)) ∈ Ahom(u(t)) be a two-scale quasistatic evolution. Then, for every t ∈
[0, T ],
σ 0(t) := C : εe0(t) ∈ K hom, (217)
σ 0 ∈ L2( × Y ; M3×3), (218)
where K hom is the set of two-scale statically admissible stresses, satisfying the local equilibrium condition
(cell problem)
div yσ 0 = 0 on  × Y, s0(x, y) ∈ K ( y) for L3x ⊗ L3y − a.e. (x, y) ∈  × Y, (219)
and the global equilibrium condition
divx = 0 on ,  ·n = 0 on ∂ \ S¯u, (220)
 :=
∫
Y
σ 0(x, y)d y. (221)
Approximation of stress
In order to define a disintegrated two-scale analogue of the duality measure < s | εp >, Francfort and
Giacomini [68] construct an adequate approximation of σ 0 in the following way: σ 0 is extended to 3 × Y
by setting σ 0 = 0 outside . For every x ∈ ∂, an open neighborhood U is considered such that ∂ ∩ U
is a Lipschitz subgraph.  is covered with open sets U1, . . . ,Um associated with x1, . . . , xm ∈ ∂. Assume
there exists τi ∈ 3 such that (Ui ∩ ¯) + ατi ⊂⊂ , 0 < α < 1. Let {ψi }mi=1 be a partition of unity of ∂
subordinated to {Ui }mi=1. The approximation by σ 0n of σ 0 is finally obtained by
σ 0n = ρn(x) 
[
m∑
i=1
ψi (x + αnτi )σ 0(x + αnτi ) +
(
1 −
m∑
i=1
ψi (x)
)
σ 0(x)
]
, (222)
with αn ↘ 0 and {ρn}, n ∈ N suitable convolution kernels.
Continuity in time
If the displacement u0(t), the strain ε0(t) and the plastic strain εp0(t) participate in a two-scale quasistatic
evolution then (u0, ε0, εp0) ∈ AC(0, T ; B D(′) × L2(′ × Y ; M3×3sym ) × M1(′ × Y ; D3×3)). Moreover,
velocity, strain rate and plastic strain rate (u˙0, ε˙0, ε˙p0) exist in the following sense
u˙0 = lim
s→t
u(s) − u(t)
s − t weak star in B D(
′), (223)
ε˙0 = lim
s→t
ε0(s) − ε0(t)
s − t strong in L
2(′ × Y ; M3×3sym ), (224)
ε˙p0 = lim
s→t
εp0(s) − εp0(t)
s − t weak star in M1(
′ × Y ; D3×3), (225)
(u˙0, ε˙0, ε˙p0) being a two-scale quasistatic process for boundary displacement u˙0. Finally, the total dissipation
in the body is given by a combination of micro- and macrovariables,
D˙hom(0, t; εp0) = −
∫
×Y
σ 0(t) : ε˙0(t)dxd y +
∫

(t) : ε(u˙(t))dx ∈ AC(0, T ). (226)
Explicit form of two-scale limit of strain
If u ⇀∗ u weak star in B D() and ε ⇀t.s. ε0 two-scale weak star in M1(′ × Y ; M3×3sym ), then there
exists a measure u1 ∈ X() (fluctuation of displacement) such that
ε0 = sym ∂u
0
∂x
⊗ L3y + sym
∂u1
∂ y
. (227)
The remaining important question is the interpretation of the energy inequality of the two-scale quasistatic
evolution in terms of a constitutive law. In homogeneous materials, this is given by the usual flow rule. Can
one obtain an explicit constitutive law from the above homogenization process? How close to the flow rule of
a consistent thermodynamical model is this?
Two-scale flow rule
For displacement, strain and plastic strain (u0(t), ε0(t), εp0(t) satisfying the conditions of a two-scale
quasistatic evolution, and for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], the rates (u˙0(t), ε˙0(t), ε˙p0(t) are also a two-scale quasistatic
evolution and, for L3x − a.e. x ∈ , the absolutely continuous part of the plastic strain rate is given by
(ε˙p0)x (t)
|(ε˙p0)x (t)|
( y) ∈ NK ( y)(s0(t, x, y)) for L3y − a.e. y ∈ {|(ε˙p0)x (t)| > 0}, (228)
where (ε˙p0)(t) = η ⊗gen (ε˙p0)x (t) and η = L3x + (proj"|εp0|)s ∈ M+1 (′). As is pointed out by Francfort
and Giacomini [68], the continuity in time in the sense of (225) does not hold for (ε˙p0)x (t) due to the above
disintegration of (ε˙p0)x (t): ”Consequently, the flow rule…cannot be construed as completely vindicating the
two-scale evolution as that corresponding to a generalized standard material in the sense of Halphen and
Nguyen [79]”. Moreover, this flow rule is not a flow rule in x for a Lebesgue measure L3y − a.e. y ∈ Y , as a
flow rule of a consistent thermodynamical model.
Additionally, the flow rule on the interfaces, satisfied by the rate of fluctuations of the microdisplacement,
is obtained in the form [68]
u˙1i (t, y)x − u˙1 j (t, y)x
| u˙1i (t, y)x − u˙1 j (t, y)x |∈ NK( y)
([s0(t, x) ·n]τ ( y)), (229)
for H2 − a.e. y ∈ {u˙1i != u˙1 j }, where u˙1i , u˙1 j are the traces on the interfaces i j of the restrictions of the
rate of microdisplacement fluctuations on Yi , Y j respectively, n points from Y j to Yi and NK( y) (σ ) denotes
the normal cone to K( y) at a vector τ ⊥ n( y).
Recently, a generalized definition of the quasistatic evolution for linearly elastic-perfectly plastic materials,
deduced from Hill’s principle of maximum plastic work and interpreted as the requirement that, along the
process, the stress-strain path is maximal dissipative, is presented by Solombrino [183] (see Mielke [138] for
the related theory on energy dissipation balance). The dissipation measure is defined as the supremum of the
dualities between the deviatoric parts of stress and plastic strain rates, without any continuity assumption on
the yield stress. This allows for an abstract dual version of the Prandtl–Reuss evolution equation, resulting to
the measure-theoretical version of Francfort and Giacomini [66], if the yield surface is piecewise continuous.
This new formulation is equivalent to an (integral) energy dissipation balance, or a (differential) balance of
powers, forming the basis of computational evolutionary problems in elastoplasticity. The existence of this
process is proved via a vanishing viscosity approach and variational techniques from elastoplastic problems.
The main mechanics-oriented contribution of this paper is that this formulation fits better with the nature
of plastic deformation, for which the yield surfaces are generally spatially and time dependent, and it is not
possible to consider a priori piecewise continuous spatial dependence.
8.4.5 Recent trends on incremental methods
Homogenization- or micromechanics-based computational methods have been proposed in order to define
the overall behavior of viscoelastic, elastoplastic, viscoplastic or damaged composites, or fully coupled
thermomechanical models (higher order theories [2], thermoviscoelasticity of rubber-like matrix compos-
ites [1], fully implicit formulation of elastoplastic composites [16], parametric finite-volume-based theories
[28,30,108]. Recent homogenization papers present computational methods to investigate smart structures with
high demands in strength, multifunctionality and durability, their thermomechanical behavior under fatigue
[19], or their magnetomechanical [40,95] or thermomagnetoelectroelastic [22] response.
Computational homogenization of elastoplastic composites based on mathematical homogenization was
the subject of many works under quite different points of view: Fish et al. [65] generalized the classical homog-
enization theory to account for eigenstrains expanded in double-scale expression too, and are related by close
form to the mechanical fields in the constituents. The overall behavior is obtained by averaging the phase
concentration factors. On the other hand, in the fully implicit formulation [16], the boundary value problem,
consisting of the virtual work equation, a micro–macrokinematic relation and a linearized constitutive law, is
fully implicitly formulated to compute incremental microdisplacement in the unit cell. The homogenization
scheme is based on iterative solution with quadratic convergence by successively updating incremental strains.
Initial incremental strain is crucial for the convergence. This method was rebuilt by introducing half unit
cells to reduce computational costs and applied to honeycombs indented by a flat punch by a full-scale finite
element analysis [17]. Recently, a computational homogenization scheme for heterogeneous shell structures
was proposed on the basis of an adequate definition of the deformation fields using two-scale convergence
theory [208]. The discrete variational formulation for both the micro- and macroscale is presented. The implicit
formulation of the homogenization problem is proposed, together with the numerical scheme and the compu-
tation of the consistent tangent modulus. The computational algorithm consists of four interactive problems:
the macroscale, the microscale, the iterative plastic scheme, and the effective tangent modulus problem.
Micro-to-macrotransitions are also presented in the context of homogenization of shape memory alloys
[39,80,109] on the basis of a thermomechanical constitutive model introduced by Qidwai and Lagoudas [173]
using return mapping algorithm.
Finally, modeling thermomechanical problems of heterogeneous materials meets the increased needs of
many engineering applications in automotive and aerospace industry [38,117,121,176].
Multiscale modeling of complex viscoplastic composites of technological importance, such as composites
showing complicated failure mechanisms under fatigue tests or woven composites with plastic matrix exhibit-
ing high temperature-sensitivity, needs a computational homogenization framework enriched by incremental
plasticity techniques. A model for incremental plasticity-based homogenization can use all the results of lin-
ear quasistatic elasticity concerning the functional setting of solutions of the problem, namely the H1-weak
convergence of displacement and the L2-weak convergence of strain and stress, as well as the cell problem,
provided that the elastic coefficients are replaced by the (path-dependent) tangent modulus, at both the micro-
and the macroscale. Passing to the limit in the weak form of equilibrium equation gives that the incremental
macrostress is the mean value of the microstress, and that it satisfies the macroequilibrium equation. On the
other hand, passing to the limit in the heterogeneous virtual work equation and using the two-scale conver-
gence properties for H1-functions and their derivatives gives the expression of incremental macrostrain in
terms of the incremental microdisplacemental gradient. We recall that the above findings are independent of
the constitutive law, but in revenge they crucially depend on the functional setting. However, in the case of a
fully coupled thermomechanical modeling, where the energy equation and the second law of thermodynam-
ics are added to the heterogeneous system of partial differential equations, one more source of difficulties
regarding the homogenization process is added too: The presence of time rates of internal and free energies in
the energy and second law equations, as well as in the local dissipation. This involves products of oscillating
functions whose homogenized expressions cannot take the form of products of homogenized quantities. In the
thermomechanical case, the free energy studied in Sect. 5 (68) is of the form
ψ = ψ(ε, θ, a), (230)
in terms of strain, temperature θ , and internal parameters. The energy equation and the second law of thermo-
dynamics read, respectively,
∂qi
∂xi
= r  = σi j ε˙i j − θ s˙ − θ˙ s − ψ˙, (231)
γ  − 1
θ
qi
∂θ
∂xi
≥ 0, (232)
being coupled by
γ  = θ s˙ + r  = −∂ψ
(ε, θ, a)
∂a
: a˙ (233)
where γ  denotes the local heterogeneous dissipation due to mechanical work and s the entropy. It is worth
noticing that γ  comes from the part of free energy rate which is due exclusively to the internal variables:
ψ˙ = ψ˙(ε, θ, a) = ∂ψ
(ε, θ, a)
∂ε
: ε˙ + ∂ψ
(ε, θ, a)
∂θ
θ˙  + ∂ψ
(ε, θ, a)
∂a
: a˙, (234)
from which, according to the classical thermodynamics,
ψ˙(ε, θ, a) = σ  : ε˙ − s θ˙  − γ . (235)
It is recalled that, in Sect. 5, in the context of generalized standard materials (GSM), the free energy was
assumed to depend on a finite number of internal variables, at both the micro- and the macrolevel (see (82), in
order to deduce that the overall behavior of generalized standard constituents is also GSM behavior. The key
point was the variation of the free energy as a sum of a finite number of products.
Regarding (235) it is easily realized that only the mean value of the third term cannot take an explicit
form of products of mean values, contrarily to the first term (Hill–Mandel lemma) and the second term (strong
convergence of the temperature [38]). This is natural, since internal variables, that appear in (233), are not
controlled by the boundary conditions.
The quasistatic plastic evolutions are treated by dividing the total time into intervals and satisfying the
stability and energy conditions in every interval. The internal variables coexist in both the micro- and the
macroscale and act as intermediate parameters in the micro–macrotransition. Their convergence (L2 or in
measure) is shown in Sects. 3, 4 and 8 and the effective constitutive laws depend on the values of internal
variables in the unit cell. The two-scale plastic flow follows the rule of normality to the y-dependent yield
surface. In the two-scale limit of the plastic evolution, this dependence cannot be integrated out. Thus, the total
dissipation is given by a combination of micro- and macrovariables.
A complete study of incremental methods should comprise the return mapping algorithm [161,180,181], the
adaptive finite element methods [76], the general algorithms for multiscale analyses [207], the computational
micro-to-macro transitions of discretized microstructures by [135], the strain-driven homogenization based
on incremental formulation [134] and the aforementioned fully implicit formulation [17]. This study, justified
by the mathematical theory [122,138,139], could be enriched by the modeling and engineering applications
[26,80,110]. Of special interest for this review is the convex cutting plane technique, proposed by Simo and
Hughes [180] and developed by Lagoudas and coworkers [80,173], which allows for an incremental, linearized
formulation of the fully coupled thermomechanical problem, based on the incremental linear constitutive
expression of stressσ , heat flux q and energy equation source r , as well as of the internal variables, in terms of the
macroscopic strain and the macroscopic temperature at both the micro- and macrolevel, where all corresponding
tangent moduli are assumed constant during the time step. Then, the two problems (macroscale and cell
problem) are solved simultaneously using an iterative scheme: from the macroscale analysis, the macroscopic
strain, temperature, and temperature gradient are computed, which are used in the cell problem to compute
the microscale variables and the unknown stress, heat flux, etc. Moreover, from the microproblem, additional
information is provided for the computation of the macroscopic tangent moduli required for the macroscale
analysis [38]. This technique allows for bypassing the internal variables and compute the incremental local
dissipation in terms of macrostrain and macrotemperature at both scales.
9 Conclusion
In this paper we presented a review on a mathematical homogenization theory of dissipative composites and its
applications to the numerical analysis of engineering structures. The theory is founded on an existence theory of
the partial differential equations describing the heterogeneous problem, whose review was presented too. The
paper covered the principal lines of homogenization procedure for both rate-dependent and rate-independent
materials, revealing their connection and their differences.
The review focused on the role of dissipation of generalized standard materials and specifically to its
two-scale nature coming from the part of free energy rate which is due to the internal variables. The interplay
between homogenization, dissipation and adequate functional setting was presented through the recent progress
on dissipative materials. Emphasis was given in the recent homogenization theory of perfectly elastoplastic
evolutions. Papers on issues as the constitutive equations on discontinuity surfaces, or the uniqueness of
elastic-perfectly plastic processes, or the criteria of shear banding in heterogeneous elastoplastic evolutions,
were reviewed and related to the classical works in mechanics. Special attention was also given to works
bridging the gap between numerical analysis and computational techniques, especially in the presence of
strain discontinuities.
Of special interest was the mathematical theory of quasistatic energetic models that justify completely the
use of incremental computational techniques, based on return mapping algorithm, tangent modulus and convex
cutting plane techniques, which were critically surveyed.
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